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Jan. 5, 2004 -

23108 Maverick Lane
Bend OR 97701

Dear Mr. PUITington:

-I wish to comment on the Draft Upper -Deschutes Resoun:e
Management Plan and Environmental Impact Staten1ent.

[ live in Cimmaron City aqjacent to the Mayfield BLM parcel. I
anl a horseback rider and ride with SOIl1efi-equency over this
portion of BLM land and am quite familiar with the sUITounding
area as well as other portions such as the Badlands, Dry Canyon
in the Cline Buttes area, Reynolds Pond, all areas off of

- ,- - Alfalfa,Market Road and the Turnalo Reselvoir area.
-- ; - .

-_.....-

I agree with the prefened Alternative 7 for the most part with the
foHowing exceptions:

If you are going to anow motorized use in the Mayfield block;
there must be some type of law enforcelllent to make sure that
1110torizedvehicles stay on the open roads. At the 'present time
there is vvidespread environmental damage caused by vehicles
driving on closed roads and across open ground. The dumping
problenl along the open road and aqjacent areas is acute.

It is extremely dangerous to ride anywhere near the open' road on
weekends due to iITesponsibJe gun fire. Many trees have been
shredded due to being used for target practice. On several
occasions I have had stray - bullets whistle past 111e,' I would
sb-ongly suggest that the whole Mayfield block be closed to ,

shooting except during hunting seasons when legal hunting would
be allowed. Please designate safe shooting areas for target



~3
shooting. Sign the rest of the area at entry points as to
designated shooting areas and dose the rest of the area to
shooting for the safety of other users and residents.

I think you should consider reclassifYing the wildlife priority of the
Mayfield block. .There is a h~rd of elk in this area, quite a herd
of Pronghorn, coyotes, mule deer are plentiful and we even have a
resident cougar. There are flocks of Pinyon Jays, Mountain Blue
birds, abundant flickers, Ravens, Prairie Falcons, Red Tail Hawks
and nlany other birds. I have also seen bobcat b~acks.

As for the cattle gl;~zjng in aHotments, #5120, 5121, 5117 and
5127, I have ridden extensively over these areas. They are over
grazed in t~e extreme. There are only occasional clumps of .

bunch grass, cheat grass and lots of bare soil' and rap bit brush
and sage. These areas need attention to return these lands to
pregrazing condition. The only good grazing is around the
ilTigation 9verflows. - .

The idea. of relocating the open road' away from Mayfield Pond is
excellent and should -reduce the vandalism. in this lovely area.

I especially like the idea of preserving the old growth Juniper and
controlling the spread of young, Juniper trees by fire or whatever
other l11eans are used. .

The idea of creating staging an;d parking area at access points to
the BLM is exceilentand I like the idea of multiuse on
nonmotorized b-ail systems. I think IinI\in-gthe Mayfield block
with the B~d[ands is very good idea.

I might say that OHV use is not cornpatible with Equestrian use.
Even though these trails are mHlti use; it is a real safety hazard to
share thern with motorized ~ehicles (motorcycles, Quads etc.)
It is also not safe to share trails on hill sides with blind corners
with Mountain Bikes. such as on the Gray Butte Trail.



I might say that the plan to pennanentiy mark the endurance
trails at Skull Hollow is excellent.

I also like the. plan for the ReynoldFs Pond area, with access to
the Badlands fi~omthere. .

I hope that funds win be forth cOllling so you can implement
\

many of these plans.

SincerelYF

Ct~~ e~~~
Anne Hanson
23108 Maverick Lane
Bend OR 97701

--
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Comment FOI~m
.~

For public input on the Drafi Upper Deschutes Resource Management Plan and
EnvironmentalImpact Statement flEC,EIVED

Today's Date: IZ/31/;lt:JtJ'5" ,,-
Yournatne (pleasepriIit): O;.p /1111> W
Representing (put an X in one box only):

~'self only, or
.

0 business, 'organiz~tioi1, or agency (list):

Street Address, State, and ZIP: I??/ 1ft}(d~/hrwt~?iP(R/; 1/:7tl, »I?r/lru"-t?£. 977/-17
J ,.

Phone: 511-'3J', -717'7 E~mai1:t.1.-t-11111 ~rt1/Wf)f)if){ fJ L4~ hiJo. C.b~

/kGo/
JAN 0 5 2004"

BJLM PRINEVILlE
DISTRICT

Important Privacy Notice: All written comments, includingnames and street addresses, will
be available for public review upon request, and may be published by the BLM during the
planning process. However, as an individualyou can ask us to withhold your name and address.
All submissions D:omorganizations or businesses, and :Ii'omindividualsidentifying themselves
as representatives or officials of organizationsor businesses, will be made available for public
inspection in their entirety. 'If you checked "self only" above, and would like us to withhold your
name, put an X in this box: O.

-

Continue your comments on the back of this page, or on additional pages
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BLM FORM' L.ETTER

f'
Please Help Keep Our Public Land Optm to the Publj('~ by "t~nding this

foi'nt letter by mail or e-mail. Tlumk You for your Support

RECEIVED
,
Bureau of Land Management
ATT: Teal furrington
3050 NE 3rd St.
Pr,ineviIle, Oregon 97754

JAN 0 5 2004

eLM PRINEVIU£
DISTRICT

,~

l'
r

RE: Upper Deschutes Resource Management Draft

As a concemed citizen and recl'eationist r would like to be on record as' \

supportive of J11otl.ll'izedrecreati0l1 on BLM lands in Central Oregor..

'111Cpreferred alternative BLM is proposing does 1101adequately ren.ce! how an
interim policy will be impleniented, This inte,rim policy greatly affects our sport
and the users as there are no assurances BLM wm ever have the resources to put
together a designated trail system in the areas propqsed.

., The aggressive vegetation mangcmellt in AlL 7 of the Juniper woodlands will
negatively impact a prop sed trail system.

We .do not support the closure of the Badlands and.ieeLthat pro\liding no :

motQrizcdoppOJtunitiesat PlinevHleReservoir and the Lapineurea is a misrake.
Then:~is use occurring in those areas currently, where wiI1 that Llsego? Especially
for the Lapine and Prineville residents,

,
Our use is increasing approximf.).tely20(% annually with saJes of OHV equipment
jjksted <\1'$18 bilJion annually ~ the increasint~ use is not reHected in the sev~re
limitationsto OHVuseon BLMJane!. '

Please adopt a IIlOre l1exible road trail density to ~iI]owfor rhe best useoC the land
andf~H. a designated traiJ system that wiIJsucceed. By micromanaging your areas
and attempting to put separate trails in for severa] diff:erent uses jnthe same areas
we feel the management wiJ1fail and ultimately ou.r usewil! suCfer further
restrictions.

Print Name ."."y':'!.,<;:,t.:;,l..'.."...?,:
(,{ \11)

f"!.'l , ,-., "..,.--, ,--, ",..,.-,.",."...,..,.,,_.'

~:~,~;S~__~--
Or E-mail form letter to BLM to upper- deschutes_RMP@or.blm.gov
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ELM FORM L.ETTER

PIe~ISCHelp Keep Our Public Land Open to the Public, b~' sending this
form lettcr by mail ore-mai!o ThHrlk ).'Oll for your

SUPf:i]f:C,EIVED

Bureau of Land Management
ATT: Teal P.urrington
3050 NE 3rd St.
Prineville, Oregon 97754

JAN 0 5 2004,

1Si.M PRINEVIWE
!DISTRICT '

,~HE: Opper Deschutes Resource !Vlanagmnent Drl'lft
';
n

As a GOJ1certledcitizen and recreationist J:wouJd like/o be on record as ' .\

SllppOltive ofmotorjzed recreation 011BLM lands in Central Ore-goil. '

The preferred alternat,ive BLM. is proposing does not adequately reflect how an
interim policy will be irnplementecL This interim policy greatly affects OLlrspcnt
and the users as there are 110assurances BLM win ever have the resources to put
togethei' a designated trail s)'slern in the areas proposed.

The 1:lggressive vegetation mangement in AlL' 7 of the Juniper woodlands will
negatively impact a propsed trail system.

We do rTI'fl$IIj:Jpottthe closure of the Badlands and jeel that providing no
motorized opportunities at Prineville Reservoii' and the Lapine area is a mistake.
There is use occurring in those areas ('.urrel1l'1y. where \\'ill that use go'? Especially
for the Lapine and Prineville resideI1lS.

Our use is increasing approximately 2()i!,(,annually with sales of OHV equipment
Jiksled at $ 18 billion annually. the increasitl.g use is not reflected in the se\"cre
limitations to OHV use on BLM Janc!.

Please adopt 11more flexible road'frail density to <lJJnVi'for the best use of the land
and f()r a designated trail system that. \viIJ succeed. By micromanaging your art.'a$
and attempting to put separate trai.ls in for severa! diff:erent Llsesin the same areas
we feel the management .vi1l fail and uHinmtelyour use will sutTerfUTther
restTictiol1s.

.

Print Name"iJJ-e.Y!.1."~"...,tlu1cJ6;:"v:\.$_OJ!J_" ", ,,,"","".-.,,

Address ';;rosa' tilE /~()dJ
..

.

Signed-~~ ~---~---
Or E-mail form letter to BLM to upper..:. deschutes_RMP(q)or.bl.m.gov
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BLIH fORM LETTER

P/('<IS{~Help Keep Our Public Land Open to the PubliC', by !i0uding this
fhnn letted»)' mail or e~mail. Thank '{(It! for your Support

Bureau (If Land Management
ATT: Teal1?,urrington
3050 NE 3rd S1'.
Prineville, Oregon 97754

RECEIVED
JAN 0 5 2004

RE: Opper Deschutes Resource Management Draft

IBUIII PRINE\l.IIJ..E.

~STRICT
'(

"
As a cOJ1ce11leelcitizen and recreationist r would like to be on record .as' \

supportive of motorized recreation on BLM lands in Centra] Oregon.'

'rhe preferre,d altemative BLMis proposing does not adequillcly rs:~necthow an
inlerim policy ,vill be implemented. This interim policy greatly alTec.ts our spcnt
and the users as tl1ere are no assurances BLM wiII ever hav!;)the resources to put
together a designated tr~jJ system in the areas proposed.

The aggressive vegetation mangement in AIL 7 of theJuniper woodland;; wilJ
negatively impact a propsed trail systeJTl.

~Vedo not support the closure of the Badlands and feel that providing no
l11otorizedopportwJities at Prineville Reservoir and the lApine arCHis a mist~1ke.
There is use occurring in those areas C\lrrently. where \"..jl!('hat use go'? Especially
for tbe Lapii.lc and PrinevilJe residents.

Our use is increasing approximately 20%. annually with sales of OHV equipment
liksled at $18 JjilJionannuaJ1y;.the increasing use is not tene.ctedin the severe,
limitations to OHV tise on BLM lanel. .

Please adopt a rnore flexible road trail de.nsity to aHow f()1'the b.es! Llse of the land
and F6ra designated trail syste.m that will suceL'cd. By micromanaging your areas
and attempting to put sepc)rate trails in for severa1 different LIses in the same areas
Ive feel the management will faLl and ultin1ately our u.sewill suffer further
re:;trictiof\s.

,: : :;'.f)'.-;- ~,,;.
:.:.-.:,,': -:: ;'~;" '.:';;M~' .,- ,

-,. ,.

Page 1of2
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PI"itll Nalne
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Or E-mail form letter ti)BLJ\;f to UppCI'-desch1ttes_RMP(g~or.blm.gov

Cf72b7
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BLM FORM, LETTER

Please lieIp Keep Our Public Land Open io the Public, by sending this
form fetter by mail 01' e-mail. Thauk You for YOUl'Support

Bureau of Land Management
ATT: Tea) £urrington
30S0 NI~3rd St.
Prine"ille, Oregon 97754

REceIVED

RE: '[JPI>erDeschutes Resource Mllnagement Draft'

JAN (I 5 20.04
1B8.MPRINEVJu.JE .
."*' DISTRICT

l'
~

As a concerned citizen and re(,;J'eati{)ni~tI would like to be on record as I \

supportive of motorized recreation on BLM lands in Central Oregoi1,

'I11epreferred altemative BLM is proposing does not adequfJtely reJlect how an
interim policy will be implement.ed. T'his interim policy greatly affects our sp011'
and tile users as there are no assuranc:es BLM wi!1ever have the resources to put
together a designated traU system in the areas proposed.

.

The aggressive vegetation mangement in AIL 7 of the Juniper woodlands will
negatively impact a propsed trai! system.

"vVedo not support the closure of the B~td?llds and Jed that providiug no -

motorized °ppc)J1'unities at Prineville Reservoir and the Lapine are('Jis a mistake.
'Thereis use occUlTingin..thoseare'asc\lJTcnt'ly,where viiiI that use go'?Especially
for the,Lapine and Prineville residents.

Our use is increasing approximately 20'~{,aI111L!f111ywi~h sales of Or-IV equipment.
Jiksted at $18 billion annuaUy ~ the increasing use is not retlecLecl in the s~vere

limitations to OHV use on 13LM Jand.

Page 1 of2

6

, Please EJdopt <lmore f1exible road trail dcn$ity to a!low for the best use of the land
11ndfor a designated trail systenJ. that will succeed. By micromanaging your areas
and attempting to put separate trails in for several different uses in the same areas
we feel the management wm fail and ultinlately our u.se,,,'illsuffer further
restrictions. '

PI'int Name
'''--~~'~'T" ""Ey:o,~,,,,,

,,-,---,---,,_..,,,-,,,,,,,,,,,,,
'---

.

.

~:::~~:~SL;~:~=i~1 c?

Or.v.;:mHii form letter to BLM to up pee deschutes_R.iVIP(~tor.blm.gov . 1
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BLM FORM LETTER

Plt'asc Help h:ccp OurPubHe ,Laud Open to the PubliC', by sending this
form lettc!"by mail or t'~mail. Thnnk Y<IUfor your Sllppod

.

Bureau of Land Management
ATT: Teal'l?urrington
3050 NE 3rd S1.
Prineville; Oregon 97754

REC.E1VED
JAN, 0 I) ?OO4

lJJ.M PRINEVll.I1.1E
1D1S'TR107r

RE: Upper Deschutes Resource Management Draft ~
f

r
.
A..s~1concerned citizen and recreation ist I would like to be on record as' \

supportive oj' 111OIOrized recreation on BLM land.s in Centra] Oregon.

The pref'(::~rred alternative BLM is proposing docs not adequately reneet how an
interim policy will be i!1iplemeilte~d. This interim policy greatly affects our sport
and the users as there.are no assurances BLM wiJI ever have the resources to put
together n dcsignated trail system in the areas proposed. '

The aggre;.;sivt' vcgcl<Jt;onmangement in Alt. 7 of the Juniper \voodlands will
negatively fl1!1)i1CIa propsed trail system. .'

We do nut supj)<Wr tlie closure of the Badlands and feel that providing no
Illotorit.:ed opp(}rtullit;cs at Prineville Reservoir and the Lapine are<J Li;a mistake.
"["hereis use occurring in those are,1S c.urrently, wbere will that use go'?Especially
f(Jr tbe L.apin~ and Prineville residents.

"

Our use is increasing approximately 20'~/;,annually with sales of OI"1V e~luipme[lf-
liksled at $1 R billion annually - theitlcreasing use is not reflect.ed in the severe
[imitations tt) OffV' use on BLM lanel.

Please 11dopl ;.)r!1orc flexible road trail density to alIow for the best llse of the land
and Co!'a de:;ignlltcd triliJ systern that \\/i11sl1cce(;~d.By micrornanaging your areas
and attempting: to pL1t:;Gparate~[rails in for severaldiff:erent uses in the same are,:):;
we fee! the managcnwnt ",..illfail and ultimately ou.r use will £uffer further
restrictjons. .

Print Nalne ."~1.2 ,k1t.JQ:Lj ~""l[__" ,
" ",,,, ,...""'''''''-''''''''

::~:::~~ ~~-~---
Or E~mHii form letter to BLM to uppel,,- deschutes_RMP@or.blm.gov
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!'Ie*ISCHelp Keep Our PubHe Land Open if>the Public, by sending this
form lettcr by Budl 01' e-mail. T!lImkVou for your Su.PPOt-t

Page 1 of2
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RECEIVED
Bureau of Land Management
ATT: Teal £urrington
3050 NE 3rd St.
PrineviUe, Oregon 97754

JAN 0 Ii 2004

RE: Upper J!eschutes Resourc(' lV[nnag(~rm~ntDraft .~
~r.

fSB.M PRINevJLlE
IDISTRIC1'

As a concerned citizen and reereationi$t I would like to be on record as' \

supportive of 1Tl9torized recreation 0/1 B LM Iqnds in Central Oregon,'

The prde.rred alternative BL.M i.sproposing does not adequat.ely reneet how an
interim policywiJI be implemented. "I'lli:;interim policy greatly affects our sport.
and. the users as there are no assurances BL.Mwill ever have the resources to put
together a d.esignated trail system in t.he areas .proposed.. .

I -

The aggTessive vegetation mangellleni in All. 7 qf the Juniper woodlands will
negatively impact a proEsedtrail syiaem.

'vVe do rIOt s'L1pponthe closure of the Badlands and ted th.atproviding no
l]1otorized opPc1I1unities at Prineville Reservoir and the Lapine area is a mistake.
'rhere is use occurring in those areas currently, where wi1! that llse go'? Especially
for the Lapine and Prineville residents.

Our use is increasing approximately 201',;,annually wittl.sales of OHV equipment
Jiksted at $1 B biI!'iot]l:\nl1\18ll)'.the increasing: US(:is not reflected in the severe
limhations to 'OHV useon BLM lane!.

Please adopt. a more l1exib!e road tmil density to allow {-()]"the best use ofthe land
andfora designatedtrailsystemthat will succeed. By micr<nnanagingyour an:'as
and attempting to put separate trails in (i.w::everal diJfercnt uses in the same areas
we feel the managem.ent \-vil!t~)iland ultimately our u.sewill sufter furtber
restrictions.

---
Pl'int NaTTIe..: ,.!QQ ,."..W,J"'O~ :;;i..:cl:k; ",..~ ,

Ackh',ess 3 '32'3 S..E~ yLtl1li~ \ .
.

S'igl1cd, ~~.=;;--,..tJ.Lt..m~ ~= , " ,-, , ,.

Or E-mail form letter to BLM to upper- deschutecRMP@ol'.blm.gov
\



. '...

BLMfonnletter

. . . .
"

;.~ ,~.:.. ;,
:.:.~;~~.,;..~~~~~,3~v-;~;';.:~~\'::''';'...

".
..; .~~

.'.'. ".'
.

Page I of2
:;::=-'''''''

€d.:~-~~)

)

BL!\1 FORM LET'l'ER

Please Help Keep Our Public Land Open to the Public, b~"!/('uding this
form lettcr by mail or e-mHil. 'I'hank\'otl for your

SUPI'H)REC.EIVED

Bureau of Land Management
ATT: Teal £urrington
3050 NE 3rd St.
Prineville, Oregon 97754

JAN 0 5 2004

/SUA PRINevllU:
DISTRICT

"
RE: lippeI' Deschutes Resource M.anagement Draft /'.fI

"
to'

A.s a conccl11ec1citizen ana recreationist r wouJd like to be on record as' \

supportive .ofmotorized recreation on BLM land.s in CentraJ Oregon.'

The preferred aItemative BLM is proposing does no! i'JdequateJyfenee! how fln
interim policy will be implemented, This interim policy greatly affec.tsour sport
and the users as there are no assurances BLM wi]] ever have the resources to put
together a designated traiJ system in the areas proposed.

'rhc aggressive vegetation mangement in AiL 7 of the Juniper woodlands will
ncgCltively impact a prop sed traiLsysten1.

. -_.~..._--
, 'vVedo not support: the closure of the l3adla~g-and feel that providiilg no

motorized OPpc)]1'unitiesat Pd.ncville Reservoir and the Lapine area is a mistake.
There is use occurring in those areas currently, where will that use go'! Especially
for the Lapine and PrineviIle residents.

Our use is increasing approximately 2(Y~';, annually \vlth saJes of olrv equipment
liksted at $18 billion annually ~ the increasing use is not reflected in the severe
limitatiolls to OHV useon I3LM l~mcl.

Please adopt. a more J1exible road trail density to ,dinVI' for the best use of the land
and f6r a designated trail system thar will succeed. By micromanaging your areas
and Huempting to put separate trails in f()l'several different lIses in the same are.as

~ we feel the management will fail and Llliimatclyour usewill suffer further
restrictions. ,

r7 ~

.'-.L
PI'int Name

-"ll.U@.l!:
"" "...U::L~~tL ".-".....

S';''Z~ ~- '. ~
;i:~:':~--------
Or E-mailformletter to BL1VT to upper- deschutes.: RMP@or.blm.gov
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BLM FORM LETTER

"- .'\:

Please Help Keep Our Public Land Optm to tlH~Publk, by !;<:>udingthis

"
form letter b~'nl}~ilor ('-mail. ThankVou for YOU!'Support

Bureau of Land Management'
ATT: Teal -Currington'
3050 NE 3rd St.
Prineville, Oregon 97754

RECEIVED
JAN 0 I» 2004

RE: Upper Deschutes Resource Managmmmt Draft ~
BUyI PRiNEVIu..t;

IOISTRIC'r

As ,) concerned citizen and recreationist I wouJd like to be on record as
supportive ol'r1'1o[orizedrecreation on BLM lands in Central Oregon,

The preferred HJternative BL!vl is proposing docs oot adequateJy reneet hQWan
interi.rn policy will be implemented. This interim policy gTt':atlyaffects our sport
and tbe users as there are no assurances BUv'! will ever have tbe resources to put
together a designated trail system in the areas proposed.

The aggressi.vc vegetation m.angement in All. 7 of the Juniper woodlands win
negatively impact a propsed trail system.

---.-

: Vv'cdt\ not ~L1pportthe closure.of t.heBadlands and Jeel that providing no
motorized opportLlnitit~sHt Prineville Reservoir and the' Lapine are~\ is a ll1iswke,',
Then;~ is use occurring i11those areas currently. where will that I.tse go'.' r':specially
for tbe Lapine and Prineville residents. .

Our lIse is il1crcasing approximately 20C)'f' annually with sales 01'OJ IV equipJ:ncnt
Iiksted Ht$1 R billion annually.. the increasing use is not rdlected in the severe
limitations to OFfV use on BLM laneL

Please adopt a rYlore Ocxihlc road trail density to all6w f()]' the best U~l~nr the land
and li;!I'I.ldesignated trail system that ,"viIJsucceed. By micromanaging your areas
and attempting 1.0put sepf11'at(~trai.ls in fl,\!'several clifferent uses in the same areas
we feel the lllanagcllJent will fail and ultimately our use will suff(~r further
restrictions.

Print Name ~\\tX\.,tl.~~.".."~~~\~}t,!,5brlt~"_,,,, m.."'" .,. ."., .. .,,'

Add,o."" ~3Z3 3E:~ ~--64~-~-
Sjglledu.~J.~ffi~..""_",..,,, ... ",.,

,

". "."..",.,.,,,... ,.,'U' . .,....

Or E-mail form letter to BLM to upper- deschutes_RMP@or.blm.gov
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BL!\1 FORM LETTER

Please H~Ip Keep Our Public Land Optm to the Puhlit\ b): !i(>nding this
form letter by mail or e-maiL Thank t'ou for your Support

P8:g~:( 2

~.

RECEIVED
GUl"eaUof Land Management
ATT: Teal P.urrington
3050 NE 3rd St.
Prineville, Oregon 97754

JAN () 5 2004'

RE: Upper Deschutes Resource Mnnag(~menf Draft "~,
~'

ISI.M PRINE.'VJK;lE
DISTRICf

As a concerned citizen and recreationisr r w()ldd Jike 10be on record as 1,\

,

supportive of motorized recreation on BLM lands in Centra] Oregon.'

The preferred a]temative BLM, is proposing does not adequately reJ1ect how an
i.nteri.mpolicy will be implemented. This intt'rim policy greatly affects our sport
and the users as there are no assurances BLM will ever have the resources to put
together a designated trail systernin t.he areas proposed.

The aggressive vegetation mangem.cnt in AIL 7 or the Juniper \voodlands will
negativelyimpacta propsedtrailsystenl.

.

'vVe do not support the closure of tl:l.eBadIBIH:Is ;11\([ ft~eJ thBt providilJg no
l1lotoriz,ed opportuni6es 81'Prineville Reservoir and the Lapine area is a mistake.
There is use occurring in those arCHScuri'cniIy. where \,.iIJ ('hat IJse go'? Especially
for the Lapine and Prineville residents.

Our lIse is incrct\sing approximately 20()~, annually wIth sales ofOHV equipment
Iiksted fIt$ ]8 bi1fjonannually ~ the increasing lIse is not reflected in the severe
limitations to OHV use on BLM lanel.

Please adopt a more flexible n,Jad rraiJ.density to allow for the best llse ()fthe land
and for a desiglHlted trail system that \viJI sUCCCt~d.By mieromanag;jng your areas
and attempting!o put separate trails in J1)r({ev~raldifferent uses in the same areas
we feel (he management \\li11 fail and ultimately our use will sufft~r further
restrictions.

::~:~e::me_:L~_~£I~__=~_------

Sig,\ed7'-5fZ~=~~:::=~--
Or E-I1lHiIform k\tt:er to BLlVl to upper- desclmtes_RMP(g,}or.blm.gov
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. BLMfoffi1letter Pa~f2

(§)
BLM FORM LETTER

Plt'Hse rlcf.p Keep Our Public Land Op<m to the Publk, by 8<;:>udingthis
fonn letter by mail 01'e-mail. Tlumk Voti for your Support

Bureau of Land IVIanagement
ATT: Teal P.urrington
3050 NE 3rd St.
Princville, OrcgOil 97754

RECEIVED

JAN 0 5 2004

RE: Upper Deschutes Resource Manag<~ment Draft

{SUnPRINEVI~
~cr

;j

l'

As ,) cO!1cemedcitizen and recreationist I would like to be on record a£' \

supportive ofrl1otorizt'd re~reatj()l1on BLM Jands in Central Oregon.

The preferred aItemative [H..M ,is]jroposing does not adequately,re11ecl how an
interim policy will be implemented, This interim policy greatly affects our spOli
and the users as there are no assurances BLM wm ever have the resources to put
together a designated Lrai] system in the areas proposed.

The aggressive vegetarion mangement in Alt.7 of the Juniperwoodlands will
negatively impact a propsed trail system,

__n- ~

''vVe do not support the closure (1ft.he Badla!~-<1nd feel that providil1gt1O
mowril,ed Oppt11i'unitiesHtP6ncviIJe Reservoir and the Lapine area is a mistake.
There is llse occurring in those Hreasc.urrently,where wiIl that use go'! Especially
for rhe Lapine and Prineville residents. .

- Our use is increasing approximately 2()£)'t,annually with gales of OJ-IV equipment
Hksted ~1l$1 R billion annually -'the~ increasing LIse is not reflected in the severe
!inlitatiolls to OHV use on BLM Jane!.

Please adopt a more l1exible road rrail density to aIla\\' for the best use 0" the land
a.nd 'Cor it designated trail systern thar. wi]] succeed, By micrQmanaging your areas
and attempting to put separate tTails in for several different lIses in the same areas
we feci the 111anagell1ent I.vi.llrail and ultilnately our use will suffer further

:::':J~~j~~~'fl----
Siglled ___~a~:V~ ~-_.
Or g-muil form letter to BUvr touppec deschutes_RJ\:lP@or.blm.gov
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BLM FORM LET'rER
I,

pa~~)
\~

PlcHse HeIp' Keep Oud,)ublie Land Optm to thc PubliC', by ,ending this
«Jrln letter by mail or (;'~mail. 'I'hank 'Yot! for your Support

Bureau of Land Management
A1''1': Teal £urrington
3050 NE 3rd Bt.
PrineviUe, Oregon 97754

RE: lJpper Deschutes ResoUl"ce Management Draft

RECEIVED

JAN 0 5 2004

raw PFIINEVIu.E
DISTRICT '

,~

t'

As a concerned citizen and recreationist r would like to be on record as' \

supportive of Inotarized recreation on 13LM Janel:; in Centra] Oregoil.

The preferred altc~11lativeBLfvr is proposing does not adequately reJ1ect h<rwan
i.ntei-impolicy will be implemented, Thislntedm policy greatly affects our sport
and. the users as there are no assurances BLM will ever have the resources to pu.t
together a designated tnli1 system in the areas proposed.

The aggressive vegetation mangemcnt in All'. 7 of tbe Juniper woodlands will
negatively impact a propsed trail system.

~~ -
We (10not SU~)portthe closure (-)1'Uw Badlands :md fee! that provid.ing no
moi,ortzed opportunities at PrineviJle Reservoir cmd the LajJine arc;:]is a mistake.
There is use occurring in those are,lS currently. ",here will that use go? Especially
forthe Lapine and Prinevil1e residents,

Our use is increasing apprbximatc1y 20'1,(,iJn!ll1allywith sa]es of OHV equipment
liksted at $18 billion annua II)' - t.heincreasing use is not refJected in 'the severe
limitations to OHV use on BL!\tllancl. .

Please adopt a more Oexible road tmil den:::ity to "l1ow for the best. use of tbe land
and for a designated trail systen.l thar wi]] succeed. By micromanaging your aJ:(~as
and attempting \0 put separate trails in fhr several differentuses in the sameareas
we feel the management \-villfail and ultimately our U$e\vill suffer further
restricUons.

' "

Print Nalne "=Ui.tu-~LcL""r,\;,"""~,v--i=,,,-~,,,-,,._,,..,,,,,-,,,-",",,

5 6- cl
-- R ~/

Or E~mHil form letter to BLivr to upper- deschutes_R.i\'lP@or.bln1.", '----
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BLlVl FORNI LETTER

Please Help Keep Our Public Land Open to th<~Pubik, by s~'ndjng this
form letter by I'nail 01' e-mail. Thank Yon for your Support

Page I of2

@

RECEIVED
Bureau of Land Management
ATT: Teal £urrington
3050 NE 3rd St.
PrincvilJe, Oregon 97754

RE: Upper Deschutes Resource Mnnag(~ment Dn.\ft .~
I

t'

As a cOJ1cef'nedcitizen and recreatiol1ist I would like to be.on record as' \

supportive ofmot(Jrizd recreation 011BLM lands in Central Oregon.

The preferred nhernative HLM is proposing does not adequately renec!: how an
interim policy will be implemented, This interim policy greatly affects Ollrspcnt
and the users as there are no assurances BLM '-'fiBever have the resources to put
togethera designalCdtrail system in the areas proposed,

The aggres:,dve vegetation mangement in AlL 7 of the Juniper woodlands will
negatively impact a propsed trail system,

We do not suPPOrt the closure of the Badhmds and ieeJ that providing no
l11otori2,edoppurt'unilies at Ptineville Reservoir and the Lapine arC,j is a mistake,
There is use occurring in ('hose areas currently, \.vhere wiJJ that use go'? Especially
for the Lapine and Prineville residents.

Our use is increasing approximately 2J)f% annucilly with Sides ofOHV equipmenl
liksted~11 $1B bilrnm a!lnu8Jly~ the increasing use is not reflected in the severe
limitations to OHV llse on BLM lanel, .

Please adopt a more l1exible road trail density to aJ]ow for the best Llseorlhe land
and for it designated trail systenJ that wiU succeed. By micrornanaging your areas
and attempting to put separate trails in fbr several different uses in the same areas
we feel the 111anagell1entwill fail and ultimately our use will suffer thrther
restrictions.

Pt'inI Name .--l)lfrQ"n.f".__LJ.~,}!11.{11 ,-."-,-.,,,,,,,,, ,,,

Address J:J2;J;D.~Y-lL~~LLd.

Sig!lecj Jju.o'{}1Jl_.l-::::~x~ """"".".." ""."" "., ,--"--"""",.",.--",.,.", ",,

01" E-mail formlettertoBUVltouppm._deschutes_RMP@or.bl01.gov

JAN 0 I) 2004

. IBlM f1RINEVlIl.E
DIS'mICT
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BLM FORM LETTER

PleHse Help Keep Our Public Land Open to the Publk', b~' !iending this
form letter by mail or ~'-maiL Thank \"Otl for your Support
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@

Bureau of Land Management
ATT: Teal £urrington

. 3050 NE 3rd St.
PrineviIJe, Oregon 97754

RECEIVED

JANO 5 2004

RE: Upper Deschutes Resource Management Draft
,.

If

laW PRINEVIu.E
IDIGTAICTf

Ii

As a concerned citizen and recreationist r would like 10be 011record as' \

supportive of motorized recreation on BLM land.s in Centn1J Oregon.

The preferred alternative ELM is proj)osjngdocs !JotHdeqwHcly reJ1ect hmv an
inlerimpolky will be imp1etncnted. This interim policy greatly aff{~ctsour sport
and. the users as there are no assurances BLM\vi1J ever have the resources to pu.t
together a designated trail system in the areas proposed.

The aggressive vegetation mangement in Alt. 7 ol'the Juniper woodlands will
negatively impact a propsed trail systenJ.

~~- -
We do not support the closure oft~B~'\dlan"ds and it'd that [JJ'{5vidiri,g n"o .

motOrized opportunities at Prineville Reservoir and tbe Lapine arCH is a'mistake.
There is use occul1'ing in t!lose areas currently. where \'Iili that use go? EspeciaJIy
I()r the Lapine and PrinevilJe residents.

Our use is increasing approximately 20%, annwdly with ~"ks of Of!V equipment
liksted at $ JfSbillion tinnual1y.. the increasing lIse is not rcfJecled in the severe
limitations to OHV useOJJBLM lane!.

Please "clopt fl more nexible road trail density to cil10wfor the best use of' the lanel
and !(H.a dcsig'nated trail system that will s'Llcc:eed. By micromanaging your areas
and Httempting to put separate trails in f{)1'severa1 diffen;l1t lIses inlhe same areas
we. feel the nlanagement will fail and l1liilnately our use will suffer further.
restrictions. .

Pri nt Nmn e ..5ig~v g:::,.L-t.!:..f::j.,0::1 , " , .
". ."

,.."..' ,

Address -d£Q. de2!~ t1fro rli~f qL{J dC{

Signe~~~ ~ ,-_._--
Or E-mHiI fo'rm letter to BLM to uppec deschutes_RMP(q}o1".blm.gov
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BLM FORM LETTER

Please Hdp Keep Our Public Land Open to the Public, by !iending this
lfJrlI1 lettcr by Inail or e~rrulil. 'I'hank '\'011 for your Support

RECEIVED
Bureau of Land Management
ATT: Teal :Currington
3050 NE 3rd St.
PrincviIl.e, Oregon 97754

RE: Upper Deschutes Resoun:e Managel'mmt Draft :~
'j
,..

As a concerned citizen and recrcati{)J1igtI would like to be Oilrecord as' \

supportive of motorized recreation OJ] BLM lands in Central Oregon.'

The preferred aJtemative BLM. is proposing does not adequately reflect how an
interim policy will be implemented. This interim policy greatly affects our spent
and the users as Ulere are no assu.rances Bl.M will ever have the resources to put
together a designated traj] system in the areas proposed.

The agbrressive vegetation mangelll.en! in AlL 7 of the JUlliper woodlands will
negatively impact a propsed trail system.

V';!edomjt sDpport the c](,,<;ureof the Badlands and fe~! that providing no
motorized oppc)J:tunities at PrincvjHe Reservoir and the Lapine area is a ]11istake.
There is use occurring in those areas currently. where ,,,'il! that use go? EspeciaJ!y
for the Lapine and Prineville residents.

Our use is increasing approximately 200.(, annually with sa les oor'OHV ee]1Lipment
Iiksted at $ J8 billion annually -the increasing. Lise is not reflected in the severe
linli!atiollS to ORV lIse on ELM JaneL

.

Please adopt ~Imore J1exible road trail density 10 allow for the best use oCtJle.land
and n:Jr a designated trail system that will sLlcceed. By miLrornanaging your areas
and attempting to put separate trails in for severa! different uses in the same areas
we feel the management I,.viJlfail and ultimate!:v our use will suffer furiber
restrictions.

Peill!N'rne_;J_§lJD~L~mm----------

A~ldress \-7C1 60 S. ~j{)Lo.rterJ~cL-

Si!,,"led~4,a,1:2'1..,-----------------
Or E-mHilform fZ:. to BLM to upper- deschutes_RJ\lP@or.blm.gov

JAN 0 5 2004

aM PRINEVIllE,
DISTRIOT
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Please Help Keep Our Public Land Open to the Public, by !;~nding this
f~H'mletter by mail 01'('-mail. I'hHnk X'ou for your SUPPOl't

Page 1 of2

~

RECEIVED
Bureau of Land Management
ATT: Tea] P.urrington
30S0 NE 3rd St.
PrinevjU(~, Oregon 97754

JAN 0 5 2004

RE: Upper Deschutes Re~otlrc(' Management Draft .~
f
~.

BUIll PijINEVIu.E..
DISTRICT

As a concerned citizen and rCCl'cationist I would like to be on record as' \

supportive of rl1otorized recreation on B LM lands in Centra] Oregon.,

The preferred alternative BLM is proposing does Dot adequately rencc! how an
interi.~l policy will be implemented, This interim policy greatly affects our sport
and fbe users as there are no assui'aJlces BLM wm ever have the resources to put

-together £)designated trail sysTem in the'areas proposed. .

The aggressive vegetation llw.ngemen! in Alt. 7 of the Juniper \>;Ioodlandswill
negatively impact a propsed trail system.

We do not support the closurt' of tbe Badlands and fed that providing I1Q
motorized dppOJiunities at Pri.!1uv ilie Reservoir and the tapin'e ',ITcais a inistake,
'1'here is.use occurring in ['hose areas cunently. where will that use go? Especia11y
for ihe Lapine and Prineville r,eside11ts.

Our use is increasing approximately 20(;'[, annually with sales of Ol-rV equip111eni
liksted at $1 f\ billiO!1 annufllly. the increasing use 1Snot reflected in the se\iere
limhatiollsro 01.IVuse 011BUv1land. .

Please ildopt iImore flexible rmld [mil density to aI10w fe)]:the best useof the land
and for a de:,ignated trail systcrn that will succeed. By micromanaging your areas
and attempting ['0 put sepmare (rails in fi)!'several. different uses in the sa!11eareas
we feel the management wil! 1~1i'1~lIl(1ultimately our U$Cwill sutter further
restrictions. .

..

1 L ..

Print NaIne , L~_&._~':..3)... ,." ,9...~,YY'\,-, , "" , , ,.-,..." ,..

Address :-3?\ 77B r+'a1J:.l~'n~Cr.{B.e j( Rcl J;Sc<:: Dr, OR 9/846
Q I

Si.gl1cd .".,..,..(Jj~/ , "., , " ",." " ,,.-'''-.'.'.-.......

Or Ii-m.ail form letter to BLiVI to tippee deschutes~RMP@or.blm.g()v
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BL!\1 FORM LETTER

Page 1 of2

~
I .

Pkasc Help Keep Our Public Land Open to the Publi<.',hy >;ending this
/<mli Ictter by luaU or tHTlail. Thank ,\/O\!for YOUI'Su.pport

RECEI\/ED
Burc'an of Land Management
ATT: Teal !?urrington
3050 NE 3rd Sf.
Prineville, Oregon 97754

RE: tipper Deschutes Resource r"ranagement Draft ~
r

A:; a cO!1cerned citizen and recreationist I would like to be on record a$

supportive or Illotorized recreation on BLM lands in Central Oregon.

'I'lle preferred alter:native BLM is proposing does not adequately i'etl.ect how an
interim policy will be implemented. This interim policy greatly affects our sp()J"t

. and (heusers as there are no assurances BLM wiJ1ever have the resources to put
together a designated traiJ system in the areas proposed.

The aggressi lie vegetation mangement in AlL 7 of the Juniper Ivoodlands wil1
negatively impact a propsed trail system,

\Ve do not support the c:lo~ of the Badlands and lee] that providing no
ll1otofilcdopportunities at PrinevjJJeReservoir and the Lapine arC,J is Llmiswke.
There is us~:occurring in thoseareas currently. where wil! that U:-iegO',1 Especi<1lIy

f(Jr' tbe !.apine and Prine vi lIe residents.

Our use is increasing approximately 201;,of1annually with sides of" OJ Iv. equipment
liksted f:1t$11i billion annually ~ the increasing use ism)! reflected in the severe

limitations to OHV LIse on BLM Janel.

Plca~e ::Idopt ,\ more nexible road trail density to "lJow for tbe be,~tl!:;L' nf"lhe land
and ((Ir il de:-:ignated trail system that will succeed. By micromanaging your areas
Hndattempting to put separate trails in for several different Llses in the same areas
we feel the management wiJ] fail and ultimately ouru.se will suffer I\n.ther
restrictions.

-
/"7 })

P l'i n t N (1111e "D".e.,(.:,.l9.-,.""L.t.z:l:~.~_._"_.,,'"""."_.m_"..''' ",,.."'","---"""'__",.m",'.'... . .."

Address_LO' r3Qk- ~S £:5+"&c-adrA.. QJb:,c:J_1Q2~

Sig"ed~~ ...
01" !~>m~tilform letter to BLM to uppec deschutcs_RMP@or.blm.gov

JAN () 5 2004

laW PRINEVILlE
IDlmlCT
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BLJH FORM LET'I'ER

PkHse Help Keep Our Public Land Open (:()the Public, by sending this
form letter by mail or c-mail.Tlumk 'VOl!fot' your Support

. .. ~ .

Page 1 of2

6i!J

RECEIVEDBureau of Land Management
ATT: Teal i~urringt()n
3050 NE 3rd St.
Prineville, Oregon 97754

JAN 0 5 2004

BLM PRINeVllB.f.
DISTRICTRE: l.1pper Deschutes Resource Management Draft' ~

As a cOJlcemed citizen and recreatiollist r wouJd like to be on record as' \

supportive ofmotorized recreation on B LM lands ill Centra] Oregon.

The preferrt~d alternative BLM is proposing does not adequately n:'Jl.ect how an
I.nterim policy will be implemented. This interim policy greatly affec.ts our SpOli'
and the users as then:: are no <:\ssurances BL.!'vlwil1 ever have the resources to put
together a designated trail system in the areas proposed.

The aggressive vegetation mangemcnt in AIL 7 of the Juniper woodlands wilJ
negatively impact a propsed trail system.

.

We dQ not support th.eclosure of the Badlands mid 'led that providing no
m\)tori;~ed opportunities at Pri.ne,vj1JeReservoir and the Lapine area is fl'mistake.
There is use occurring in those areas curren!!y. \.vhere \,,;11that use go? Especially
for the Lapine and Prineville residents.

Our use is incre,1singapproximately 20C}f' annually with safes of OI"IVequipment
liksted ~1t$18 bilJion annually.. the increasfng use is not rd1ected in the severe
limitations to OHV use on BLM Janel.

, ,

Please :'Jdopi:'1 r110l"Ct.1exible road trail density to illJOWfor rht' bes!. use.of the land
and for a designatcd trail system that wilJ succeed. By 1llit:romanaging your an.',(JS
and Httempting to put separate trails in lI)r ~e\'eral different uses in the same areas
we fee! the management vl'ill fail and ultimately our use will suffer fl1rther
restrictions,-

Prilll Name ".""._"_Z£t.1t£c.r:2""",,dC22..d:~."t~,,=~"" "_." ,,..,,-,,,, .

Address 2.37 SE BJ r-c.! firf'f/qV7r( 01< 97;2~ '

Sig\led.".:Y~i4'ld__,,"g~~42:,,~" , "_." ""_m"..."m'''''''''''''--''''

Or E:-nulil form Jetter to BLM to uppec deschutes_RMP(qtor.blm.gov .
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BLI\1 FORM LETTER

Pk~lse Help Keep Our Public Land Open to the Publk, by fi<:>ndingthis
fonn letter bymail 01' e-mail. Tluwk You fOt"your SUPIH)t.t

Bureau of Land Management
ATT: Teal £urrington
3050 NE 3rd St.
Prineville, Oregon 97754

RECEIVED

JAN 0 5, 2004

RE: Upper l)(~schutes Resource ivranagement Draft
18UVJ PRINEVIu..F.:

.~ IDISTlRIC1!.
,.

A.sa conccmccl citizen and recreationist r would like,to be on record as' \

supportive of motorized recreation 011BLM lands in Central Oregon. .

The prefcned alterqative BLM is proposing does not adequately reJ1ect ho\v an
i.nterim policy will be implemented. This interim policy greatly affects our sport'
and the users as tllere are no assurances BLM will ever have the resources to put
together a designated traiJ system ill the areas proposed.

The ag!:,'Tcssivevegetation mangcmcn! in AlL 7 of the Juniper woodlands will
negatively impact a propsed tn~ilsysrem. .

./.

We do not support the closure of the Badlands and 'fed tha! providing no - :--
mowrized opportunities at P1illcviHe Rcservoir and the L"Jpine area is a mistake.
.rhere is use occurring in those nreas currently. where \>,'il1that use go'?EspeciaJly
for the Lapine and Prineville residents.

-~--- --

Our use is incn:~asingapproximrltcly 20"'i,fJnlluaHy \\rith sales of 01-1'\1equipment.
liksted at $1 R-billion annually.. the increasing use is not reflected in the sc\iere
limitations to OHV use 011BLM JaneL

Ple,u::e adopt a more l1exiblc rOlIc!1mil dt'n~ity to aliovil fbr the best use. of the I.and
and for a designated trail system that will slIcceed. By micromanaging y~ur an~as
and attempting to put separate trails in 1'01'::everal different uses in the same areas
we feel the management wm f~1il and Ul!lIl1atelyour u.:,e\vi!! suffer further
restrictions.

FIl-jI1t Nall1 c .m...;:[A;.?t).lJ..m"..".".,g\(J.UJj/(~:£fi:.t:..~." """-"._.,,--."""".-,,.,,,,-.-...

Address..g:.6t~~L-/£--t¥OJ!:l~~;2PL /f ttlt)/ (~C~~tl£l7iJI!C 7~~1

Sign~~ ~.= ~
~1'I1iH I'onn letter to BLM to upper- dcschutes_R.MP([i~ol'.blm.gov
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BLM FORM LETTER

Please Help Keep Our Public LiH1dOpen to the Public, by sending this
form letter bj: mail 01'e-mail. Thank ):'<ltifor YOU!-Support

Bureau of Land Management
ATT: Teal P.urrington
3050 NE 3rd St.
Prineville, Oregon 97754

RECEI\fED

JAN 0 5 2004

RE: Vpper Deschutes Resource Management Draft ~
raw P,RINEVIWJE

c IDIStRlCT

As a cOl1cemed citizen and recreationist r woujd like jo be on record as' \

supportive of mojorized recreation on BLM lands inCentl'aJ Oregoh.

The preferred ahemative BLM is proposing does not adequately reneet how an
i,nterim policy will be implemented. This intedm policy greatly aiTeets out' sport
and tbe users as there are no assurancesBLM will ever have the resources to put -

together a de::;ignated traiJ system in the areas proposed.

The aggressive vegetation mangement in AlL 7 of the Juniper wOQdlanclswill
negatively impact a propsed traiJ systcJ,n.

'vVedo not support lh~...cJosLJreor-theBadlands Hndfeel that providing 1:),0
motorized opportunities at Pri]]evj]Je Reservoir and the Lapine area is a mistake.
111cre is use occurring in those areas current]y, where wil1l'hat use go'! IZspecially,
for the Lapine and Prineville residents,

Our use is increasing approximateLy 201% annually \vith sales of OlTV .equipmerJ.i-
liksted a1 $1 R billio!l annuaIIy ~ the increasing use is not reflected in the severe
lirnita~ions to 01"!V lIse on BLM Jand.

Please adopt. (I rn.ore Hexible road trail density to ,,1Iowfor the besi.use or t.helal1d
and (()t' a'de:,ignated tndl system that wi1l succeed. By l11ic1'omanagjng your a1'e~IS
and Mtcmpting to pUt sepmai.e trails in for severa! di.fkrelltllses in the same areas
we feel the management will fail and ultimately our use will suffer further
res t1'i c t ions,

.

T <:;;/~
r

:::::::~-fiq~~~7jLe:d-~
SignOd__-T~~~-~----

Or E-mail form letter to BU\:f to uppee rleschutes_RMP@or.blm.gov

Cjf!- q' 1uL/J





~2V
hondapros2@aol.com ()

01/05/200410:33 AM

To: shaylor@realestatechampions .com, upper_deschutes_rmp@or.blm.gov
cc:

Subject: GOMAC and BLM

Below is the result of your feedback form. It was submitted by
(hondapros2@aol.com) on Monday, January 5, 2004 at +3:33:11

~--------------------------------------------------------------

name: KevinClark

address: 7407 SE Jack St,' Milwaukie/OR

comment: As a concerned citizen and recreationist I would like to be on record
as supportive of motorized recreation on BLM lands in Central Oregon.

.

The preferred alternative BLM is proposing does not adequately reflect how an
interim policy will be implemented. This interim policy greatly affects our
sport and the users as there are no assurances BLM will ever have the'
resources to put together a designated trail system in the areas proposed. The
aggressive vegetation management in Alt. 7 of the Juniper woodlands will
negatively impact a proposed trail system.
We do not support the closure of the Badlands and feel that providing no
motorized opportunities at prineville Reservoir and the Lapine area is a
mistake. There is use occurring in those areas currently, where will that use
go? Especially for the Lapine and prineville residents.
Our use is increasing approximately 20% annually with sales of OHV equipment
listed at $18 billion annually - the increasing use is not reflected in the
severe limitations to OHV use on BLM land.
Please adopt a more flexible road trail density to allow £or the best use of
the land and for a designated trail system that will succeed. By
micromanaging your areas and attempting-t~ designate different trails Eor
several different uses in the same areas we feel the management will fail and
ultimately our use will suffer further restrictions.

Submit: Submit

---------------------------------------------------------------------------

.~.



(!ii)
jessenmk@galaxynet .C
om ()

01/05/200411 :31 AM

To: shaylor@realestatechampions .com, upper_deschutes_rmp@or.blm.gov
cc: ,

Subject: COMACand BLM

Below is the res~lt of your feedback form. It was submitted by
(jessenmk@galaxynet.com) on Monday, January 5, 2004 at 14:31:49

---------------------------------------------------------------------------

name: Matthew Jessen

address: Forest Grove, OR 97116

-- i~

comment: As a concerned citiz~n and recreationist I would like to be on record
as supportive of motorized recreation on BLM lands in Central Oregon.
The preferred alternative BLM is proposing does not adequately reflect how an
interim policy will be implemented. This interim policy greatly affects our
sport and the users as there are. no assurancesBLM will ever have the
resources to put together a designated trail system in the areas proposed. The
aggressive vegetation management in Alt. 7 of the Juniper woodlands will
negatively impact a proposed trail system.
We do not support the closure of the Badlands and feel that providing no
motorized opportunities at prineville Reservoir and the Lapine area is a
mistake. There is use occurring in those areas currently, where will that use
go? Especially for the Lapine and prineville residents.
Our use is increasing approximately 20% annually with sales of OHV equipment
listed at $18 billion annually- the increasing use is not reflected in the
severe limitations to OHV use on BLM land. .

Please adopt a more flexible roaa trail density to allow for the best use of
the land and for a designated trail system that will succeed. By
mlcromanaging your areas and attempting to designate ~Iferent trails for
several different uses in the same areas we feel the management will fail and
ultimately our use will suffer further restrictions.

textarea: Thank yqu for your time
VR
Matt

Submit: Submit

---------------------------------------------------------------------------



(jj15
Iyrined 541 @charter .net

0
.

01/05/200411:54 AM

To: shaylor@realestatechampions.com, upper_des'chutes_rm p@or.blm.gov
cc:

Su~ect COMACandBLM

Below is the result of your feedback form. It was submitted by
(lynned541@charter.net) on Monday, January 5, 2004 at 14:54:52

. . .
---------------------------------------------------------------------------

name: David Depweg

address: 9111 Cedar Way. Keno, Oregon 97627 P.O. Box 840

comment: As a concerned citizen and recreationistI would like to be on record
as supportive of motorized recreation on BLM lands in Central Oregon.
The preferred alternative BLM is proposing does not adequately reflect how an
interim policy will be implemented. This interim policy greatly affects ou~
sport and the users as there are no assurances BLM will ever have.the
resources to put together a designated trail syst~m in the areas proposed. The
aggressive vegetation management in Alt. 7 of the Juniper woodlands Will
negatively impact a proposed trail system.
We do not support the closure of the Badlands and feel that providing no
motoriz~d opportunities at Prineville Reservoir and the Lapine area is a
mistake. There is use occurring in those areas currently, where will that use
go? Especially for the Lapine and Prineville residents.
Our use is increasing approximately 20% annually with sales of OHV equipment
listed at $18 billion annually - the increasing use is not reflected in the
severe limitations to OHV use on BLM land.
Please adopt a more flexible road trail density to allow for the best use of
the land and for a designated trail system that will succeed. By
micromanagj,ngyour area,s and attempting to designate different trails-:fe-r-= ~

~- several different uses in the same areas we feel the management will fail and
. ultimately our use will suffer further restrictions.

textarea: We thank you for considering this for us.

Submit: Submit

---------------------------------------------------------------------------



@
steven .eldridge@office .
xarox.com()

01/05/200402:07 PM

To: shaylor@realestatechampions .com, upper_deschutes_rmp@or.blm.gov
cc:

Subject: COMAC and BLM

Below is the result of your feedback form. It was submitted by
(steven.eldridge@office.xerox.com) on Monday, January 5, 2004 at 17:07:42

---------------------------------------------------------------------------

name: Steven Eldridge

address: 7405 SW 172nd Ave, Beaverton, OR 97007

comment: As a concerned citizen and OHV recreationist I would like to be on
record as supportive of motorized recreation on BLM lands in Central Oregon.
The preferred alternative BLM is proposing does not adequately reflect how an
interim policy will be implemented. This interim policy greatly affects our
sport and the users as there are no assurances BLM will ever have the'
resources to put together a designated trail system in the areas 'proposed. The
aggressive vegetation management in Alt. 7 of the Juniper woodlarids will
negatively impact a proposed trail system.
We do not support the closure of the Badlands and feel that providing no
motorized opportunities at Prineville Reservoir and the Lapine area is a
mistake. There is use occurring in those areas currently, where will that use
go? Especially for the Lapine and prineville residents.
Our use has increasing approximately 20% annually with sale@ of OHV equipment
listed at $18 billion an~ually - the increasing use is not reflected in the
severe limitations to OHV'use on BLM land.
Please adopt a more flexible road trail density to allow for the best use of
the land and for a designated trail system that will succeed. By
micromanaging your areas and B~~Bmpting to designate different trails for
several different uses in the same areas we feel the management will fail and
ultimately our use will suffer further restrictions.

textarea: I feel that the BLM should make the land available to all users. OHV
users should have as. much a right to these areas as non-motorized users.

Submit: Submit

---------------------------------------------------------------------------



~
trailfolk@cableone .net

0
01/05/200407:43 PM

To: shaylor@realestatechampions.com, uppecdeschutes_rmp@or.blm.gov
cc:

Subject: COMAC and BLM

Below is the result of your feedback form. It was submitted by
(trailfolk@cableone.net) on Monday, January 5, 2004 at 22:43:30

---------------------------------------------------------------------------

name: Ben Reingold

address: 4275 E. Aphorodite Ct., Boise, Idaho 83716

comment: As a concerned citizen and recreationist I would like to be on record
as supportive of motorized recreation on BLM lands in Central Oregon.
The preferred alternative BLM is proposing does not adequately reflect how an
interim policy will be implemented. This interim policy greatly affects our
sport and the users as there are no assurances BLM will ever have the
resources to put together a designated trail system in the areas proposed.
The aggressive vegetation management in Alt. 7 of the Juniper woodlands will
negatively impact a proposed trail system. .

We do not support the closure of the Badlands and feel that providing no
motorized opportunities at Prineville Reservoir and the Lapine area is a
mistake. There is use occurring in those areas currently, where will that use
go? Especially for the Lapine and prineville residents.
Our'use is increasing approximately 20% annually with sales of OHVequipment
listed at $18 billion annually - the increasing use is not reflected in the
severe limitations to OHV use on BLM land.
please adopt a more flexible road trail density to allow for the best use of
the land and for a designated trail system that will succeed. By
micromanaging your ar~as and attempting to designate different trails for
several different uses in the same~reas we feel the management will fail and
ultimately our use will suffer further restrictions.

textarea: Public lands not officially designated wilderness by congress
shouldn't be managed as wilderness in terms of access.-These areas should be
proactively managed for motorized access rather using the 110ff limits 11policy.
I work in the field of fisheries research yet I enjoy and appreciate
responsible two-wheeled motorized travel on public lands. It is a great
family sport, and makes for a great tool to see and spend time in beautiful
country. Not all folks who choose motorized access are careless riders. It's
not fair to generalize. We are out their for the same reasons as other users,
except we choose to use a trail machine for access rather than a horse, foot,
or bicycle. It's not fair to let a few bad apples ruin it for the responsible
citizen. Our tax dollars are paying for government law enforcement to enforce
and educate the public, and should be used to help manage rather than full
closure. Closing these areas will destroy an enjoyable freedom that we 1
hate to lose. I don't think it's tair to manage our public lands for

specific user groups that don't believe in the way we recreate. We have just
as much right to recreate in our fashi9n as there's, and we are american
citizens who pay taxes and our voices should carry as much weight as anyone
else. Please consider keeping my BLM public lands open to future motorized
access in quality _area's.

.

Thank you.

Ben Reingold

Submi t: Submit



~~v
rshroy@chart~r .net 0

01/05/200411:17 PM

To: shaylor@realestatechampions.com, uppecdeschutes_rmp@or.blm.gov
cc:

Subject: COMACand BLM

Below is the result of your feedback form. It was submitted by
(rshroy@charter.net) on Tuesday, January 6, 2004 at 02:17:58

. .
---------------------------------------------------------------------------

name: Rick Shroy

address: 4050 Sunland ave., Central Point, OR 97502

comment: As a concerned citizen and recreationist I would like to be on record
as supportive of motorized recreation on BLM lands in Central Oregon.
The preferred alternative BLM is proposing does not adequately reflect how an
interim policy will be implemented. This interim policy greatly affects our
sport and the users as there are no assurances BLM will ever have t4e
resources to put together a designated trail system in the area~ proposed. The
aggressive vegetation management in Alt. 7 of the Juniper woodlands will
negatively impact a proposed trail system.
We do not support the closure of the Badlands and feel that providing no
motorized opportunities at prineville Reservoir and the Lapine area is a
mistake. There is use occurring in those areas currently, where will that use
go? Especially for the Lapine and Prineville residents.
Our use is increasing approximately 20% annually with sales of OHV equipment
listed at $18 billion annually - the increasing use is not reflected in the
severe.limitations to OHV use on BLM land.
Please adopt a more flexible road trail density to allow for the best use of
the land and for a designated trail system that will succeed. By
micromanaging ~our areas and attempting to designate different trails for
several different uses in the same areas we feel the management wilJ::-:-£ail~and
ultimately our use will suffer further restrictions.

textarea: I feel any further restrictions on any Oregon BLM lands will cause
~n-necessary excess damge to the lands by reducing the size of riding areas as
the use of off read use continues to increase.

C

Submit: Submit

~----------------------------------------------------------------------------



GwJ
martholst@wmconnect ,

com ()

01/06/2004 12:02 AM

To: shaylor@realestatechamp'ions ,com, uppecdeschutes_rmp@or .blm.gov
cc: .

Subject: COMAC and BlM

Below is the result of your feedback form. It was submitted by
(martholst@wmconnect.com) on Tuesday, January 6, 2004 at 03:02:24

,----------------

name: Marty Holstien

address: 2571 Southport way medford. Or. 97504

comment: As a concerned citizen and recreationist I would like to be on record
as supportive of motorized recreation on BLM lands in Central Oregon.
The preferred alternative BLM is proposing does not adequately reflect how an
interim policy will be implemented. This interim policy greatly affects our
sport and the users as there are no assurances BLM will ever have the
resources to put together a designated trail system in the areas proposed. The
aggressive vegetation management in Alt. 7 of the Juniper woodlands will
negatively impact a proposed trail system.
We do not support the closure of the Badlands. and feel that providing no
motorized opportunities at Prineville Reservoir and the Lapine area is a
mistake. There is use occurring in those areas currently, where will that use
go? Especially for the Lapine and Prineville residents.
Our use is increasing approximately 20% annually with sales of OHV equipment
listed at $18 billion annually &#8211; the increasing use is not reflected in
the severe limitations to OHV use on BLM land.

.

Please adopt a more flexible road trail density to allow for the best use of
the land and for a designated trail system that will succeed. By
micromanaging your areas anD attempting to designate different trails for
several different uses in the same areas we feel the management will fair-and
ultimately our use will suffer further restrictions.

textarea: Please keep our land open. Everyone complains about not spending
time with our family, this is how we spend time together. DON'T TAKE THAT AWAY
FROM US! 1!! -
Submit: Submit

---------------------------------------------------------------------------



@
dbuckalew@keyww .co
m()

01/06/200408:00 AM

To: shaylor@realestatechampions.com, uppecdeschutes_rmp@or.blm.gov
cc:

Subject: COMACand BLM

Below is the result of your feedback form. It was submitted by
(dbuckalew@keyww.com) on Tuesday, January 6, 2004 at 11:00:51

~---_._---------------

name: Dave Buckalew

address: 2888 Brookdale Dr. Central Point, OR 97502

comment: As a concerned citizen and recreationist I would like to be on record
as supportive of motorized recreation on BLM lands in Central Oregon.
The preferred alternative BLM is proposing does not adequately reflect how an
interim policy will be impl~mented. This interim policy greatly affects our

.sport and the users as there are no assurances BLM will ever have the
resources to put together a designated trail system in the areas proposed. The
aggressive vegetation management in Alt. 7 of the Juniper woodlands will
negatively impact.a proposed trail system.
We do not support the closure of the Badlands and feel that providing no
motorized opportunities at Prineville Reservoir and the Lapine area is a
mistake. Th~re is use occurring in those areas currently, where will that use
go? Especially for the Lapine and prineville residents.
Our use is increasing approximately 20% annually with sales of OHV equipment
listed at $18 billion annually - the increasing use is not reflected in the
severe limitationsto OHV use on BLM land. .

Please adopt a more flexible road trail density to allow for the best use of
the land and for a designated trail system that will succeed. By.
micromanaging your areas and attempting to designate different trails for
several different uses in the same areas we feel the management wIll fail and
ultimately our use will suffer further restrictions.

Submit: Submit

---------------------------------------------------------------------------



QV
kmorinville@att .net 0

01/06/200408:24 AM

To: shaylor@realestatechampions .com, uppecdeschutes_rmp@or.blm.gov
cc:

Subject: COMAC and BLM

Below is the result of your feedback form. It was submitted by
(kmorinville@att.net) on Tuesday, ~anuary 6, 2004 at 11:24:04

---------------------------------------------------------------------------

name: Keith Morinville

address: 3402 Summerset Way Boise ID

comment: As a concerned citizen and recreationist I would like to be on record
as supportive of motorized recreation on BLM lands in Central Oregon.
The preferred alternative BLM is proposing does not adequately reflect' how an
interim policy will be implemented. This interim policy greatly affects our
sport and the users as there are no assurances BLM will ever have the
resources to put together a designated trail system in the areas proposed. The
aggressive vegetation management in Alt. 7 of the Juniper woodlands will
negatively impact a proposed trail system. ,

We do not support the closure of the Badlands and feel that providing no
motorized opportunities at Prineville Reservoir and the Lapine area is a
mistake. There is use occurring in those areas currently, where will that use
go? Especially for the Lapine and prineville residents.
Our use is increasing approximately 20% annually with sales of OHV equipment
listed at $18 billion annually - the increasing use is not reflected in the
severe limitations to OHV use on BLM land.
please adopt a m~re flexible road trail density to allow for the best use of
the land and for a designated trail system that will succeed. By
micromanaging your areas and attempting to designate different trails for
several different uses in the same areas we feel the::fRanage,mentwill fail and
ultimately our use will suffer further restrictions.

textarea: I have vacationed in prineville, OR. Fly-fished on the crooked river
as well as the Deshutes. I'd like to have the oppourtunity to bring my
children to this area for future fishing/riding trips. My-familyand I enjoy
sightseeing and recreational off-road riding together. Thanks for your time.
The Morinville'sfromBoise. .

submit: Submit

---------------------------------------------------------------------------



~
"Cakes H," To: UppecDeschutes_RMP@or.blm.gov
<max_chlc@hotmail .co. cc:
m> Subject: Implicationsfor OHV

01/06/200409:18 AM

To Whom It May Concern:

I have been researching the Upper Deschutes Resource Management Plan, so as to make an
informed comment on the draft. However I cannot determine the exact implications for ORV
within this draft.

If you could please provide me with a specific site of information on the impacts and
implications for OHV, that would be greatly appreciated.

Thank you for your time!

Sincerely,

Laurel Hall

*Let then=- bE-EEACE on Earth... *

~';"T':"r:'\':::i::m:iT;'1!1'!':I~J1::mm:'\i:t'IUW'IIH1I'1:::::::;::m:::m:tt:i::mlltil::!:Ut\:n,I:\,:J\':':::'1::'::!m;':;i:::!""u::::::m''':)'':::O::'::':::,,:ru::'i:''':m'':'':''~1,w::,tlT::::;;t':'::\lt~,::::m:::I::~JI::mmrt::~11I"JUt~rmltr.T:!1I1m:II':In:::r::I!U'r:mmU\Itr:I:m!:::1\1J1:m:::':::::::::::m,w::::::;:;:::"1:::::t:11:I::i:::::::1::::,:::m:'r::rm;t:::r.tmt'111:"::"I:::"''':::''tm:;Jw':''1'~'''1!".:,''''::t'''':1"."t1t:::;::::1

Wmking moms: Find helpful tips here on managing kids, home. work - and yourself,



@jjJ

caruso@mind .net 0

01/06/200409:57 AM

To: shaylor@realestatechampions .com, upper_deschutes_rmp@or.blm.gov
cc:

Subject: COMAC and BlM

Below is the result of your feedback form. It was submitted by
(caruso@mind.net) on Tuesday, January 6, 2004 at 12:57:13

---------------------------------------------------------------------------

name: Mike Caruso

address: 620 s. Oregon Box 882Jacksonvilee, Or 97530

comment: As a concerned citizen and recreationist I would like to be on record
as supportive of motorized recre~tion on BLM lands in Central Oregon. .

The preferred alternative BLM is proposing does not adequately reflect how an
interim policy will be implemented. This interim policy greatly affects our
sport and the users as there are no assurances BLM will ever have the
resources to put together a designated trail system in the areas proposed. The
aggressive vegetation management in Alt..7 of the Juniper woodlands will
negatively impact a proposed trail system.
We do not support the closure of the Badlands and feel that providing no
motorized opportunities at prineville Reservoir and the Lapine area is a
mistake. There is use occurring in those areas currently, where will that use
go? Especially for the Lapine and Prineville residents.
Our use is increasing approximately 20% annually with sales of OHV equipment
listed at $18 billion annually - the increasing use is not reflected in the
severe limitations to OHV use on BLM land.
Please adopt a more flexible road trail density to allow for the best use of
the land and for a designated trail system that will succeed. By
micromanagipg your areas-and attempting to designate different trails for
several different us~S-in the same areas we feel the management will fail and
ultimately our use will suffer further restrictions.

Submit: Submit

~------------------



C§P

patpelzel@hotmaiJ .com

0
01/06/2004 11 :52 AM

To: shaylor@realestatechampions .com, upper_deschutes_rmp@or.blm.gov
cc:

Subject: COMAC and BLM

Below is the result of your feedback form. It was submitted by
(patpelzel@hotmail.com) on Tuesday, January 6, 2004 at 14:52:15

---------------------------------------------------------------------------

na~e: Pat Pelzel

address: 2182 hill way, medford OR 97504

comment: As a concerned citizen and recreationist I would like to be on record
as supportive of motorized recreation on BLM lands in Central Oregon.
The preferred alternative BLM is proposing does not adequately reflect how an
interim policy will be implemented. This interim policy greatly affects our
sport and the users as there are no assurances BLM will ever have the
resources to put together a designated trail system in the areas proposed. The
aggressive vegetation management in Alt. 7 of the Juniper woodl~nds will
negatively impact a proposed trail system.
We do not support the closure of the Badlands and feel that providing no
motorized opportunities at prineville Reservoir and the Lapine area is a
mistake. There is use occurring in those areas currently, where will that use
go? Especially for the Lapine and Prineville residents.
Our use is increasing approximately 20% annually with sales of OHV equipment
listed at $18 billion annually - the increasing use is not reflected in the
severe limitations to OHV use onBLM land. .

Please adopt a more flexible road trail density to allow for the best use of
the land and for a designated trail system that will succeed. By
micromanaging your areas and attempting to designate~~~ferent trails for
several different uses in the same areas we feel the management will fail and
ultimateli our use will suffer further restrictions.

Submit: Submit

---------------------------------------------------------------------------



@!)

TawmN@aol.com

01/06/2004 12:24 PM

To: upper_deschutes_RMP@or.blm.gov
cc: TawmN@aol.com

Subject: RE: Upper Deschutes Resource Management Draft

Bureau of Land Management
ATT: Teal Purrington
3050 NE 3rd St.
Prineville, Oregon 97754

RE: Upper Deschutes Resource Manaqement Draft

As a concerned citizen and recreationist I,would like to be on record as supportive of motorized
recreation on BLM lands in Central Oregon.

The preferred alternative BLM is proposing does not adequately reflect how an interim policy
will be implemented. This interim policy greatly affects our sport and the users as there are no
assurances BLM will ever have the resources to put together a designated trail system in the
areas proposed.

The aggressive vegetation management in Alt. 7 of the Juniper woodlands will negatively
impacta propsedtrail system. . .

We do not support the closure of the Badlands and feel that providing no motorized
opportunities at Prineville Reservoir and the Lapine area is a mistake. There is use occurring in

/
those areas currently, where will that use go? Especially for the Lapine and Prineville residents.

1,1

-- Ouruse is increasing approxi~ately20% -annually with sales of QHV equipment liksted at $18
billion annually. the increasing use is not reflected in the severe limitations to OHV use on BLM
land.

Ple.ase adopt a more flexible road trail density to allow for the best use of jhe landJ3.nd for a
designated trail system that will succeed. By micromanaging your areas and attempting to put
separate trails in for several different uses in the same areas we feel the management will fail
and ultimately our use will suffer further restrictions.

.

.Tom Niemela
1101 SE 53rd Court
Hillsboro, OR 97123



@~
"Jim / Creagh~' To: <upper.deschutes.RMP@or.blm.gov>
<creagh@oregDntraii.ne cc:
t>' Subject: UpperDl?s,chutesResourceManagementArea Comments

01/06/200401 :34 PM

I would at this time address my concerns of the Management Plan and the impact that
it ,couldhave for yearsto come.

.

First of all many of us are getting up in age and still enjoy the great outdoors. I do see
this plan as a means of limiting our access to many of the activities that we enjoy. ' My
wife and I do rockhounding, prospecting, hunting and fishing. Much of what I have
been able to digest out of your reports could have a major impact on oW use of our
public land.

Many of events over the years have changed to landscape whether caused by mother
nature or man. All of the changing of the landscape is just another page in the book of
time. I do not agree with many that the activities of man are bad'but rather, what was
need$d at the time and the knowledge they had. As for man, many of the changes that
occurred to the landscape were what made .ournation strong and supported life as we
know it. Now that is not all bad noris it all good. This old land has the ability to heal it's.
self or change itls self. What could be an eye sore to one could be fond memories to
others. .

.

There is also an element of trust or lack of trust. '1have met many within BLM who I feel
) J a trust in bur-alsoon fheotherhand I have seen documentedcaseswhere both

endangered plants, animals and birds have been placed into areas ofconcern just to
sway the results of studies such as this. I also know that there are groups of highly
interested people from the outside thatJend to do the same kind of thing. I caution you

.to. look at this activity'very close and act responsibly. '

-

There is something else that I fee! really needs to be addressed. I know it is hard to get
. the general public to take the time to provide input. But .on the other hand I know it is

easy to get a group of people with an axe to grind to provide the largest amount of
responses on a project such as this. I do hope this is also taken into the process.

I saw very little in your reports that provided access to the prospector which is covered
by the 1872 mining act. Even if there is not much activity taking place at this time, it
does not meanthat it woht There hasto be somethingto the legend of the B1ue

"
Bucket Mine from the Oregon Trail days, it very well could be located within the study
area. The research that has been done on this topic suggests that it is. It is also'
another example how mother nature could of changed the face of the earth so as not to
show the location of the Blue Bucket very easy or other events such as this.

In my opinion, I strongly prefer Alternative #2 if change is to be made. I would rather'
have number 1 but I do realize that man plays a part into this. I also see the other'
alternatives being to restrictive.

. I'
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I will be most interested in watching the outcome of this costly project and pray that it be
done honestlyand fairly. .

Jim Williams
16125 Sparks Drive
La Pine, Oregon 97739

, PS, please let me know if this was received.

------_._~
-
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risenmay.@qwest .net 0
01/06/200402:11 PM

To: shaylor@realestatechampions .com, upper_deschutes_rmp@or .blm.gov
cc:

Subject: COMAC and BLM

Below is the result of your feedback form. It was submitted by
(risenmay@gwest,net) on Tuesday, January 6, 2004 at 17:11:15

- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -

name: Jess Risenmay

address: 5903 Aspen Way NE Salem, OR 97301

,comment: As a concerned citizen and recreationist I would like to be on record
as supportive of motorized recreation on BLM lands in Central Oregon.
The preferred alternative BLM i,sproposing does notadeguately reflect how an
interim policy will be implemented. This interim policy greatly affects our
sport and the users as there are no assurances BLM will ever have the
resources to put together a designated trail system in the areas proposed. The
aggressive vegetation management in Alt. 7 of the Juniper woodlands will
negatively impact a proposed trail system.
We ao,not support the closure of the Badlands and feel that providing no
motorized opportunities at Prineville Reservoir and the Lapine area is a
mistake. There is use occurring in those areas currently, where will that use
go? Especially for the Lapine and Prineville residents.
Our use is increasing approximately 20% annually with sales of OHV equipment
listed at $18 billion annually - the increasinguse is not reflected in the
severe limitations to OHV use on BLM land.
Please adopt a more flexible road trail density to allow for the best use of
the land and for a designated trail system that will succeed. By
micromanaging your'areas 'and attempting to designate different trails for
se~ral~d~fferent uses in the same are~s we feel. the management will fail and
ultimately our use will suffer further restrictions.
Sincerely, Jess Risenmay

Submit: Submit

- ~ ~ ~---



(3;i)
Doug Heiken
<onrcdoug@efn .org>

01/06/200402:35 PM
Please respond to Doug
Heiken

To: upper_deschutes_RMP@or.bim.gov, Doug Heiken
<onrcdoug@efn.org>

cc: ,

Subject: ONRC comments on the DEIS for the Upper Descutes RMP revision

Dear BLM:

Please accept the following comments form Oregon Natural Resources Council on the Upper
Deschutes RMP DEIS dated October 2003.

1. Wilderness study areas should be given stronger protection to ensure that their values are
preserved for the long-term.

2. Roadless areas are of such critical importance that the BLM should conduct an analysis
on how to expand existing roadless areas and create new ones, where ecological
processes such as fire can be pemlitted to play out with minimal human intervention. The
recognized values of roadless areas, include: (1) High quality or undisturbed soil, water,
and air; (2) Sources of public drinking water; (3) Diversity of plant and animal
communities; (4) Habitat for threatened, endangered, proposed, candidate, and sensitive
species and for those species dependent on large, undisturbed areas of land; (5) Primitive,
semi-primitive non-motorized and semi-primitive motorized classes of dispersed
recreation; (6) Reference landscapes; (7) Natural appearing landscapes with high scenic
quality; (8) Traditional cultural properties and sacred sites; and (9) Other locally
identified unique characteristics. 36 CFR §294.11

3. MO!-e-.areasshould be considered for closure to livestock. Grazing has serious adverse
impacts on soil, recreation, native plant communities, water quality, fish habitat, fuel
profiles and fire regimes, wildlife populations, etc.

4. The critical value of snags and decayed wood need to be more fully recognized and
considered. See Rose, C.L., Marcot, B.G., Mellen, T.K., Ohmann, J.L., Wadde~l, K.L.,
Lindely, D.L., arid B. Schrieber. 2001. Decaying Wood in Pacific Northwest Forests:
Concepts and Tools for Habitat Management, Chapter 24 in Wildlife-Habitat
Relationships in Oregon and Washington (Johnson, D. H. and T. A. O'Neil. OSU Press.
2001) http://www.nwhi. org/nhi/whrow/chapter24cwb. pdf

5. Invasive weeds must be given more consideration and more aggressive steps talcen to
PREVENT rather than merely nlitigate new invasive species sites.

'6. Juniper should be dealt with by excluding livestock and reintroducing fire, not through
mechanical means that will spread weeds and remove nutrients from the site. The
scientific basis for juniper control is highly questionable. Juniper will talcecare of itself
after you remove livestock and reintroduce fire.
"Many ranchers, rangeland managers, and range scientists in the Pacific Northwest
consider western juniper (Juniperus occidentalis Hook.) to be an invading weed that
reduces water infiltration, dries up springs and streams, increases erosion, reduces
biodiversity, and reduces the quality and quantity of forage for livestock and wildlife
species. Although there is little scientific evidence supporting most of these beliefs, they

,

are currently being used as rationales for controlling juniper on'public and private 'lands.
Similar views were held about pinyon-juniper woodlands in the Southwest and Great

~----
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Basin from the 1940's through the 1960's, when efforts were also made to control
woodlandexpansion. .

11Pressuresto control the further spread of western juniper and reduce its density in
woodlands are increasing. Because of the paucity of information on the
environmental effects of western juniper expansion in the Northwest, this paper
primarily reviews evidence from earlier studies of pinyon-juniper woodlands in
the Southwest and Great Basin. These studies rejected similar assumptions about
the deleterious effects of pinyon-juniper expansion on ecosystem properties and
call into question current rationales for controlling western juniper ih the
Northwest. These studies also suggest that while the expansion of juniper might
alter species composition and decrease herbaceous biomass in grasslands and
shrublands, they have few detrimental effects on strean1flow, aquatic organisms,
soilproperties, or wildlifehabitat.

.

" . . . while the expansion of juniper might alter species composition and decrease
herbaceous biomass in grasslands and shrublands, they have few detrimental
effects on streamflow, aquatic organisms, soil properties, or wildlife habitat. . . .
[P]opular conclusions about junipers ignore many of the complexities of natural
ecosystems, including the following:

1. 1. In arid and semi-arid climates, most snow- and rain-water simply
recharges the soil column; little excess is available to move downslope to
streams (Hibbert 1983, West 1984),

~._---

2. Herbaceous plants and shrubs that replace trees also intercept rain and
snow, reducing the amount of water reaching the ground;

. 3. Replacement plant~ also transpire and deplete soil water (Clary et al.
1974, Brown 1987a);

.

4. Tree removal exposes the soil and understory plants to direct sunlight,
causing elevated temperatures and increased evapottanspiration (Clary et
al. 1974, Everett and Sharrow 1985);

5. Tree removal exposes sQils and understory plants to more wind, which
increases evapotranspiration (Everett and Sharrow 1985); and

6. In areas where water is in excess of that needed to recharge the soil, this
water may go to shallowaquifers rather,than to streams (Hibbert 1983).

In other words, studies showing that junipers intercept precipitation and transpire
water (Young and Evans 1987, Eddleman and Miller, 1992) cannot be used to
conclude that this lost water would have ended up in streams and springs. To do
so, water budgets of juniper-dominated and juniper-free sites would have to be
compared, or long-term changes in streamflow following juniper removal

)
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"The consequences of large-scale prescribed burning on wildlife in the Pacific Northwest
are largely unknown because studies have been limited to investigating the effects of
small prescribed burns on specific species for a relatively short time after burning. The
potential effects of prescribed burning on a landscape scale should be examined carefully
to determine if the changes caused by prescribed burning are compatible with other
managementobjectivesfor wildlife." '

Tiedemann, A.R., Klemmedson, J. 0., and Evelyn L. Bull, Solution offorest health
problems with prescribed Fire: Are forest productivity and wildlife at risk?, Forest
Ecology and Management 127 (2000) 1:!:183,
http://147A6.94.112/forestfire/f14 20001271301.pdf

4. Forest areas should be restored as a natural forest with abundant large trees and snags, not
treated like a tree farm. Where it is appropriate to reintroduce fire, please reduce ground
fuels and ladder fuels, but do not thin canopies to reduce bulk density. Opening the
canopy will only stimulat~ growth of hazardous ladder fuels. Do not create any new
plantations since these are among the most unnatural and hazardous fuel profiles.

5. Please deal with OHVs by designating the entire area closed except where designated
open. and aggressively patrol to enforce this policy. Water quality, weed prevention, soil
conservation, wildlife habitat, and low~irripactrecreation require it.

6. Please DO NOT simplify or homogenize ecosystems.

- .
---} ~

Increased homogeneity (reduced patchiness) has negative attributes of increased
continuity of fuels an~ insect hosts that create significant problems in the
management of sustainable forests.

Everett, Schellhaas, Ohlson, Spurbeck, Keenum; 2001; Continuity in Fire Regimes
Between Riparian and Adjacent Sideslopes in the Dou~ras-fir Forest Series;
http://www .srs.fs.usda. govIpubs/viewpu b.isp?index=4740

Sincerely,

Isl Doug Heiken

Doug Heiken
Oregon Natural Resources Council
PO Box 11648, Eugene OR 97440
541-344-0675, dh@onrc.org
http://www.onrc.org
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"Frank Wildgrube"
<frank. wildgrube@veriz
on.net>

To: <uppecdeschutes_RMP@or.blm.gov>
cc:

Subject: Upper Deschutes Resource Management Draft

01/06/2004 02:43 PM

Bureau of Land Management
ATT: Teal Purrington
3050 NE 3rd St.
Prineville, Oregon 97754

RE: Upper Deschutes Resource Management Draft

As a concerned citizen and recreationist I would like to be on record as supportive of motorized recreation on BLM
lands in Central Oregon.

The preferred alternative BLM is proposing does not adequately reflect how an interim policy wilJ be implemented.
This interim policy greatly affects our sport and the users as there are no assurances BLM wiJI ever have the
resources to put together a designated trail system in the areas proposed.

The aggressive vegetation mangement in Alt. 7 of the Juniper woodlands will negatively impact a prop sed trail
system.

'

We do not support the closure of the Badlands and feel that providing no motorized opportunities at Prineville
Reservoir and the Lapine area is a mistake. There is use occurring in those areas,currently, where will that use go?
EspeciaIly for the Lapine and PrineviIJe residents.

Our use is increasing approximately 20% annually with sales of OHV equipment liksted at $1R.billion annually - the
increasinguse is not reflectedin the severelimitationsto OHVuse on BLM land. --

., , . -

P]ease adopt a more flexible road trail density to aIlow for the best use of the land and for a designated trail system
that wilJ succeed. By micromanaging'your areas and attempting to put separate trails in for several different uses in
the same areas we feel the management will fail and ultimately our use will suffer further restrictions.

- .

Sincerely

Frank Wildgrube

915 SE gO'Ave

Hillsboro, OR 97123
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huskyrider 250@msn.co
, m ()

01/06/2004 03:22 PM

To: shaylor@realestatechampions .com, upper_deschutes_rmp@or.blm.gov
cc:

Subject: CO MAC and BLM

Below is the result of your feedback form. It was submitted by
(huskyrider250@msn.com) on Tuesd~y, January 6, 2004 at 18:22:44

~---------------------------------------------------------------

name: adam charlton

address: 4835 N.W Salishan Drive portland,Oregon 97229

comment: As a concerned citizen and recreationist I would like to be on record
as supportive of motorized recreation onBLM lands in Central Oregon.
The preferred alternative BLM is proposing does not adequately reflect how an
interim policy will be implemented. This interim policy greatly affects our
sport and the users as there are no assurances BLM will ever have the
resources to put together a designated trail system in the areas proposed. The
aggressive vegetation management in Alt. 7 of the Juniper woodlands will
negatively impact a proposed trail system.
We do not support the closure of the Badlands and feel that providing no
motorized opportunities at Prineville Reservoir and the Lapine area is a
,mistake. There is use occurring in those areas currently, where will that use
go? Especially for the Lapine and Prineville residents.
Our use is increasing approximately 20% annually with sales of OHV equipment
listed at $18 billion annually - the increasing use is not reflected in the
severe limitations to OHV use on BLM land.
Please adopt a more flexible road trail density to allow for the best use of
the land and for a designated trail system that will succeed. By
micromanaging your areas and attemptinlL_to designate different trails fo~
several different uses in the same areas we feel the management will fail and
ultimately our use will suffer further restrictions.

Submit: Submit

---------------------------------------------------------------------------
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jdfergus@mind .net ()

01/06/200404:07 PM

To: shaylor@realestatechampions .com, upper_deschutes_rmp@or.blm.gov
cc:

Subject: COMACand BLM

Below is the result of your feedback form. It was submitted by
(jdfergus@mind.net) o~ Tuesday, January 6, 2004 at 19:07:11

---------------------------------------------------------------------------

name: Doug Fergus

address: 305 Hillcrest St. Ashland, OR

comment: As a concerned citizen and recreationist I _would like to be on record
as supportive of motorized recreation on BLM lands in Central Oregon.
The preferred alternative BLM is proposing does not adequately reflect how an
interim policy will be implemented. This ~nterim policy greatly affects our
sport-and the users as there are no assurances BLM will eyer have the
resources to put together a designated trail system in the areas proposed. The
aggressive vegetation management in Alt. 7 of the Juniper woodlands will
negatively impact a proposed trail system.

-We do not support the closure of the Badlands and feel that providing no
motorized opportunities at Prineville Reservoir and the Lapine area is a
mistake. There is use occurring in those areas currently, where will that use
go? Especially for the Lapine and Prineville residents.
Our use is increasing approximately 20% annually with sales of OHV equipment
listed at $18 billion annually - the increasing use is not reflected in the
severe limitations to OHV use on BLM land.
Please adopt a more flexible road trail density to allow for the best use of
the land and for a designated trail system that will succeed. By
micromanaging your areas and attempting to designate different trails for

,~- sev~ral different uses in the same areas we feel the management will ~a..il-.and-
i ultimately our use will suffer further restrictions.

.
-

-

textarea: Please leave these areas open! 1 There are precious few places for
us to ride as it is. Believe it or not, off road riding is one of the best
FAMILY activ~ties tRatany family can do together.
Thanks for listening to usI

Submit: Submit

---------------------------------------------------------------------------
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jerry.kelly@charter .net

0
01/06/200405:13 PM

T a: shaylar@realestatechampians .cam, upper_deschutes_rmp@or.blm.gov
cc:

Subject: CO MAC and BLM

B~low is the result of your feedback form. It was submitted,bY
(jerry.kelly@charter.net) on Tuesday, January 6, 2004 at 20:13:35

~--------------------------------------------------------------------------

name: Jerry Kelly

address: 2365 eastside rd. Jacksonville ,OR 97530

I

comment: As a concerned citizen and recreationist I would like to be on record
as supportive of motorized recreation on BLM lands in Central Oregon.
The preferred alternative BLM is proposing does not adequately reflect how an
interim policy will be implemented. This interim policy greatly affects our
sport 'and the users as there are no assurances BLM will ever have the
resources to put together a designated trail system in the areas proposed. The
aggressive vegetation management in Alt. 7 of the Juniper woodlands will
negatively impact a proposed trail system.

'

,

We do not support t:p.eclosure of the Badlands, arid feel' that providing no
motorized opportunities at prinevi:j.le Reservoir and the Lapine area is a
mistake. There is use occurring in those areas currently, where 'will that use
go? Especially for the Lapine ~nd prineville residents.
Our use is increasing approximately 20% annually with sales of OHV equipment
listed at $18 billion annually - the increasing use is not reflected in the
severe limitations to OHV use on BLM land.
Please adopt a more flexible road trail density to allow for the best use of
the land and for a designated trail system that will succeea. By
micromanagi~our:areasand attempting to designate different trails for_-
several dif£erent uses in the s.a~e areaS we feel the management will fail and
ultimately our use will suffer further restrictions.

Submit: Submit

. -..
-~ ~ ~------------------------
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jerry.kelly@charter .net
()

01/06/2Q04 05-:29 PM

To: shaylor@realestatechampions.com, uppecdeschutes_rmp@or.blm.gov
cc:

Su~ect COMACandBLM

BeloW' is the result of your feedback form. It was submitted by
(jerry.kelly@charter.net) on Tuesday, January 6, 2004 at 20:29:07

~----------------------------------------------------------------------

name: Jerry Kelly

address: 2365 eastside rd. Jacksonville, OR, 9753.0

comment: AS,a concerned citi~en and recreationist I would like to be on record
as supportive of motorized recreation on BLM lands in Central Oregon.
The preferred alternative BLM is proposing does not adequately reflect how an
interim policy will be implemented. This interim policy greatly affects our
sport .and the users as there are no assurances BLM will ever have the
resources to put together a designated trail system in the areas proposed.The
aggressive vegetation management in Alt. 7 of the Juniper woodlands will
negatively impact a proposed trail system. .

We-do not support the closure of the Badlands and feel that providing no
motorized opportunities at prineville Reservoir and the Lapine area is a
mistake. There 'is use occurring in those areas currently, where will that use
go? Especially for the Lapine and Prineville residents.

-Our use is increasing approximately 20% annually with sales of OHV equipment
listed at $18 billion annually - the increasing use is not reflected in the
severe limitations to OHV use on BLM land. -. -

Please adopt a more flexible road trail density to allow for the best use of
the land and' for a designated trail system that will succeed. By
micromanaging your areas and att~mpting to designate di~erentJtra}ls for
several different uses in the -same areas we feel the management will fail and
ultimately our use will suffer further restrictions.

textarea: JanuarY-5, 2004

Bureau of Land Management,
prineville District Office
3050 NE Third st
Prineville, Oregon 97753

Upper Deschutes RMP Team,

As a concerned citizen that recreates in Oregon I would like to be on record
as supportive of motorized recreation on BLM lands in Oregon, especially

.Central Oregon.

The preferred alternative BLM is proposing does not adequately reflect how an
interim policy will be implemented. This interim policy greatly aff,ec'ts our
sport and the users as there are no assurances BLM will ever have the
resources to put together a designated trail system in the areas proposed.The
aggressive vegetation management in Alt. 7 of the Juniper woodlands will
negatively impact a proposed trail system.

I do not support the closure of the Badlands and feel that providing no
motorized opportunities at prineville Reservoir and the Lapine area is a
mistake. There is use occurring in those areas currently, where will that use
go? This is especially critical for the Lapinel and prineville area residents.
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Our use is increasing approximately 20% annually with sales of OHV eguipment
listed at $18 billion annually - the increasing use is not only not reflected

in the severe limitations proposed for OHV use on BLM land, it appears to be
prejudicially discriminated against.

Please adopt a more flexible road trail density criteria to allow for the best
use of the land, and for a designateg trail system that will succeed.
Micromanaging your areas and attempting to designate different trails for
several different uses in the same areas management will fail, and ultimately
our use will suffer further restrictions.

BLM Upper Deschutes Resource Management Draft -' Specific area issues, and
objections;

In regard to Cline Buttes:

Pecks Milkvetch ACEC expansion - not what general consensus 'was during issue
'team discussions. Increase of 6,000 acres impacts historicalOHV use to an
unacceptable level.

Separate systems for motorized and nonmotorized is not realistic and a
prescription for failure. It will polarize the users, decrease every ones area
of usage, does not support a multiple-use philosophy, micromanages the area,
and will increase conflicts among users. You should be questioning the goals
your agency followed that led iou to propose a "solution" such as this.

The management direction in Alt. 7 is unrealistic and beyond the scope of, BLM
administrative resources.

The TumalG-Canals are thought to be some of the best riding areas in the area
-~- . -

and too important to the users to c~ose.

The Plan will not accommodate current use in Cline Buttes, and does not
address increased use/demand for the life of the plan. This is not logical,
and it is not good scientific problem solving.

The Interim Plan is not defined enough for comment.

In regard to 'Lapine:

Closure of historically open designation in all of BLM land bordering Lapine,
except Rosland Play area is not possible to implement with current resources
nor necessary for wildlife concerns. Wildlife does not need ALL of the
planning area. Area residents will be dramatically impacted without due cause.

Snowmobiling needs to be exempt from the limitations completely.

In regard to South Milican:

Issue team discussion of the area proposed an increase in the sea~onal use
that is not noted in Alt 7. August thru April would be a necessary ,addition to
recreational opportunities considering all the recreational opportunities Alt
7 takes from motorized recreation and it would not negatively impact wildlife
concerns.

In regard to Badl ands :
/

This area is not critical habitat or deer winter range and ODF &'W did not
have issue with ~sage in the Badlands. If wildlife concerns are minimal, it is
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not good management to c~ose it to OHV use due to social issues unrelated to
the use, i.e., fence cutting, garbage dumping, partyirig and illegal hunting.
The issue is inadequate on-the-ground management by your agency. Own it, and
fix it.

In regard to prineville Reservoir:

Managing current OHV use by closure without any recreational opportunities is
unwarranted.

There are many opportunities ;Eor improvement in this for, us all. I look
forward to discussing the upcoming OHV actions in the final management plan
with you.

.

Sincerely,
Jerry kelly

Submit: Submit

~ ~--------------.
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ringo-chica@charter .net

0
01/06/200409:23 PM

To: shaylor@realestatechampions .com, upper_deschutes_rmp@or.blm,gov
cc:

Su~ect COMACandBLM

Below is the result of 'your feedback form. It was submitted by
(ringo-chica@charter.net) on Wednesday, January 7, 2004 at 00~23:56

' '-----------

name:~Ben Franco

address: 2570 Samoan Way Medford, OR

comment: As a concerned citizen and recreationist I would like to be on record
as supportive of motorized' recreation on BLM lands ip Central Oregon.

.

The preferred alternative BLM is proposing does not adequately reflect how an
interim policy will be implemented. This interim policy greatly affects our
sport and the users as there are no assurances BLM will ever have the
resources to put together a designated trail system in the areas proposed.The
aggressive yegetation management in Alt. 7 of the Juniper woodlands will
negatively impact a proposed trail system.
We do not support the closure of the Badlands and feel that providing no
motorized opportunities at Prineville Reservoir and the Lapine area is a
mistake. There is use occurring in those areas currently, where will that use
go? Especially for the Lapine and prineville residents.
Our use is increasing approximately 20% annually with sales of OHV equipment
listed at $18 billion annually - the increasing use is not reflected in the
severe limitations to OHV use on BLM land.

.

Please adopt a more flexible road trail density to allow for the best use of
the land and for a designated trail system that will succeed. By
micromanaging your area~?nd attempting to desig~~-rlifferent trails for
several different uses in the same areas we feel the management will fail and
ultimately our use will suffer further restrictions.

textarea: I love Oregon because of the wonderful riding parks that did not

- exist in other. states that I have lived ip. Please don't take away the
thrill, fun and escape from the city.

Submit: Submit

---------------------------------------------------------------------------



@
Lorni. R.Jarmie@lessch
wab.com

01/07/200408:24 AM

To: upper_deschutes_rmp@or,blm.gov
cc:

Subject: comments on pli3n

Input on the Draft Upper Deschutes Resource Management Plan

I am an avid OHV enthusiast and, therefore, my comments will be focused on
the aspects of the plan that impact my chosen form of recreation.

I do not believe the plan is realistic because it does not address the
needs of a burgeoning OHV community. It is a fact that sales of OHVs are
increasing. It is a fact that riders from allover the state come. to
Central Oregon to enjoy East Fort Rock and Millican. . Our popular riding
areas are showing the evidence of over use, yet to my knowledge, no new
trails have been developed in over 5 years and the plan actually calls for
reductions intrailsl As more recreationalists are confined to smaller
areas two things will happen that will eventually lead to total closure.
First, th~re will be damage. Over use will make the trails impossible to
maintain.

-
Secono" there will be more accidents. Take a fixed number of

people and put them into a dwindling environment and pretty soon they will
start bouncing off each other.

Here are my suggestions:

1. For every closure, create an opening. At the ~ery least keep the
status -guo; If a trail must be closed (for-instance the 10 ~iles-of trails
that is in dispute in the Badlands) then open 10 miles of trail somewhere
else.

. - -

2. Create new riding areas. Preferably as far away as possible from the
public eye. Riding areas next to highways get noticed and can become
targets for anti."OHV groups.

- 3. If new areas can not be created, then expand~xisting areas.

4. Open sections of hiking or mountain biking trails to motorized use
once a year and rotate them. For example, identify 12 trails that are
currently off-limits to motorized use and for one weekend ea~h month open -

one of them to OHVs. Rotate through the 12 so that each month there is a
special place to ride. Charge for the privilege or have a club host a
poker run and donate a portion of the entry fees back to the BLM.You would
have to post notices to hikers ~ndpublish a calendar but it would be a
tremendous boost for the .OHV community. This could also be useful if there
are trails that need to be cleared before hikers can use them.

I'm sure that one of the main incentives to reducing riding areas is
financial. I WQuld hope that the money we pay. for off-road stickers could
be used to maintain riding areas but I don't -.know if that -isthe case.
Therefore, here _are a couple of suggestions thatcmay help to bridge the
financial gap. .

1. Charge for camping at the staging areas. Most campgrounds charge a
few dollars a night. You could use the honor system and have a collection
box posted.
2. Charge for trail maps. I would gladly pay a buck for a map. Again,
use the honor system and perhaps put up a notice that the funds collected
will be us~d to create new trails. -
3. Create a super new riding area and charge to use it. The rider would



purchase a special sticker or a key to get in. I guarantee that many
riders would gladly pay for the privilege of using a new area.
4. Do a fund-raiser. Contact COMAC or another club and see if they
would be willing to put on an event and donate the entry fees. Again,
advertise that the funds raised will be used to create more trails .and
bet you set a terr~fic turnout.

I'll

I hope you will make every effort to increase the riding areas to support a
growing population of OHV enthusiasts.

Lbrni Jarmie

Powell Butte, OR

&JJ)
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dlpcobs 1@aol.com 0
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01/07/2004 10:21 AM

To: shaylor@realestatachampions.com, upper _deschutes_rmp@or .blm.gov
cc: .

Subject: COMACand BLM

Below is the result of your feedback form. It was submitted by
(dlpcobs1@aol.com) on Wednesday, January 7, 2004 at 13:21:51

---------------------------------------------------------------------------

name: Dave Paterson

address: 19865 J.W. Brown Rd. Bend, OR 97701

comment: As a cQncerned citizen and recreationist I would like to be on record
as supportive of motorized recreation on BLM lands in central Oregon.
The preferred alternative BLM is proposi,ng does not adequately reflect how an
interim policy will be implemented. This interim policy. greatly affects our
sport and the users as there are no assurancesBLM will ever have the -

resources to put together a designated trail system in the areas proposed. The
aggressive vegetation management in Alt. 7 of the Juniper ~oodlands will
negatively impact a proposed trail system.
We do not support the closure of the Badlands and feel that providing no
motorized opportunities at prineville Reservoir and the Lapine area is a
mistake. There is use occurring in those areas currently, where will that use
go? Especially for the Lapine and prineville residents.
Our use is increasing approximately 20% annually with sales of OHV equipment
listed at $18 billion annually - the increasinguse is not reflected in the
severe limitations to OHV use on BLM land.
Please adopt a more flexible road trail density to allow for the best use of
the land and for a designated trail system that will succeed. By
micromanaging your areas and attempting to desig~~~different trails for
several differ~nt--uses: in the same areas we feel the management will fail and
ultimately our use will suffer further restrictions.

Submit: Submit,

----------------------------------------------------------------------------

:.._,!.,~r-



~
dlpcobs 1@aol.com ()

01/07/200410:27 AM

To: shaylor@realestatechampions .com, upper _deschutes_rmp@or.blm.gov
cc:

Subject: COMAC and BLM

Below is the result of your feedback form. It was submitted by
(dlpcobs1@aol.com) on Wednesday, January 7, 2004 at 13:27:25

---------------------------------------------------------------------------

name: Dave Paterson

address: 19865 J.W. Brown Rd. Bend, OR 97701

comment: As a concerned citizen and recreationist I would like to be on record
as supportive of motorized recreation on BLM lands in Central Oregon.
The preferred alternative BLM is proposing does not adequately reflect how an
interim policy will be implemented. This interim policy greatly affects our
sport and the users as there are no assurances BLM will ever have the
resources to put 'together a designated trail system in the areas proposed. The
aggressive vegetation management in Alt. 7 of the Juniper woodlands will
negatively impact a proposed trail system.
We do not support the closure of the Badlands and feel that providing no
motorized opportunities at prineville Reservoir and the Lapine area is a
mistake. There is use occurring in those areas currently, where will that use
go? Especially for the Lapine and Prineville residents. .

Our use is increasing approximately 20% annually with sales of OHV equipment
listed at $18 billion annually ~ the increasing use is not reflected in the
severe limitations to OHV use on BLM land.
Please adopt a more flexible road trail density to allow for the best use of
the land and for a designated trail system that will succeed. By
micromanaging your areas and attempting to designate different trails for
several-di£ferent uses in the same areas we feel the management will fail and
ultimately our use will suffer further restrictions.

Submit: Submit

. .
~ ~------------------. .
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. chrispaterson@cobsbe
od.com 0

- 01/07/2004 11 :57 AM

To: shaylor@realestatechampions .com, upper_deschutes_rmp@or.blm.gov
cc:

Subject: COMAC and BLM

Below is the result of your feedback form. It was submitted by
(chrispaterson@cobsbend.com) on Wednesday, January 7, 2004 at 14:57:16

,------------------------------------

name: chris paterson

. address: 60670 crockett

comment: As a concerned citizen and recreationist I would like to be on record
as supportive of motorized recreation on BLM lands in Central Oregon.
The preferred alternative BLM is proposing does not adequately reflect how an
interim policy will be implemented. This interim policy greatly affects our
sport and the users as there are no assurances BLM will ever have the
resources to put together a designated trail system in the areas proposed. The
aggressive vegetation management in Alt. 7 of the Juniper woodlands will
negatively impact a proposed trail system.
We do not support the closure of the Badlands and feel that providing no
motorized opportunities at Prineville Reservoir and the Lapine area is a

'

mistake. There is use occurring in those areas currently, where will that use
go? Especially for the Lapine and prineville residents. .

Our use is increasing approximately 20% annually with sales of OHV equipment
listed at $18 billion annually - the increasing use is not reflected in the
severe limitationsto OHV use on BLM land. .

Please adopt a more flexible road trail density to allow for the best use of
the land and for a.d~signated trail system that will succeed. By
micromanaging your areas.go.nd attempting to designate _di£ferenttrails for
several different uses in the same areas we. feel the management will fail and
ultimately our use will suffer further restrictions.

Submit: Submit

------------------.---------------------------------------------------------



l:3!J)
cyberwes@terragon .co
mO

01/07/200412:26PM

To: shaylor@realestatechampions .com, upper_deschutes_rmp@or.blm,gov
cc:

Subject: COMAC and BLM

Below is the result of your feedback form. It was submitted by
(cyberwes@terragon.com) on Wednesday, January 7, 2004 at 15:26:49

---------------------------------------------------------------------------

name: Wes Molsberry

address: 9081 Lower River Rd.

comment: As a concerned citizen and recreationist I would like to be on record
as supportive of motorized recreation on BLM lands in Central Oregon.
The preferred alternative BLM is proposing does not adequatelY reflect how an
interim policy will be implemented. This interim policy greatly affects our
sport and the users as there are no assurances BLM will ever have the
resources to put together a designated trail system in the areas proposed. The
aggressive vegetation management in Alt. 7 of the Juniper woodlands will
negatively impact a proposed trail system. .

We do not support the closure of the Badlands and feel that providing no
motorized opportunities at Prineville Res~rvoir and the Lapine area is a
mistake. There is use occurring in those areas currently, where will that use
go? Especially for the Lapine and Prineville residents. .

Our use is increasing approximately 20% annually with sales of OHV equipment
listed at $18 billion annually - the increasing use is not reflected in the
severe limitations to OHV use on BLM land.
Please adopt a more flexible road trail density to allow for the best use of
the land and for a designated trail system that will succeed. By
micromapcag.;i.ngyour areas and attempt:tIIg--to:c:j,esignatedifferent trails fGr
several different uses in the same areas we feel the management will fail and-
ultimately our use will suffer further restrictions.

textarea:
,The aggressive vegetation management in Alt. 7 of the Juniper woodlands will-
negatively impact a proposed trail system.

I do not support the closure of the Badlands and feel that providing no
motorized opportunities at prineville Reservoir and the Lapine area is a
mistake. There is use occurring in those areas currently, where will that use
go? This is especially critical for the Lapine and prineville area residents.

Our use is increasing approximately 20% annually with sales of OHV equipment
'listed at $18 billion annually ~ the increasing use is not only not reflected
in the severe limitations proposed for OHV use onBLM land, it appears to be
prejudicially discriminated against. '

.

Please adopt a more flexible road trail density criteria to allow for.the best
use of the land, and for a designated trail system that will succeed.
Micromanaging your areas ana attempting to designate different trails for
several different uses in the same areas management will fail, and ultimately
our use will suffer further restrictions.

BLMUpper Deschute's Resource Management Draft - Specific area issues, and
objections;



~)

In regard to Cline Buttes:

Pecks Milkvetch ACEC expansion - not what general consensus was during issue
team discussions. Increase of 6,000 acres impacts historical OBV use to an
unacceptable level. 'I

Separate systems for motorized and nonmotorized is not realistic and a
prescription for failure. It will polarize the users, decrease every ones
area of usage, does not support a multiple-use philosophy, micromanages the
area, and will increase conflicts among users. You should be questioning the
goals your agency followed that led you to propose a' "solution" such as this.

The management direction in Alt. 7 is unrealistic and beyond the scope of BLM
administrative resources.

The Tumalo canals are thought to be some of the best riding areas in the area
and too important to the users to close.

The Plap will not accommodate current use in Cline Buttes, and does not
address increased use/demand for the life of the plan. This is not logical,
and it is not good scientific problem solving.

The Interim Plan is not defined enough for comment.

In regard to Lapine:

Closure of historically open designation in all of BLM land bordering Lapine,
except Rosland Play area is not possible to implement with current resources
nor necessary for wildlife concerns. Wildlife does not need ALL of the
planning area. Area residents will be dramatically impacted without due cause.

- ~-- Snowmobiling needs to be exempt-from the limitations completely.

In regard to South Milican:

Issue team discussion of the area proposed an increase in the seasonal use
that is not noted in Alt 7 . August thru April would be a necessary addition
to recreational opportunities .considering all the recreational opportunities
Alt 7 takes from motorized recreation and it would not negatively impact
wildlife concerns.

In regard to Badlands:

This area is not critical habitat or deer winter range and ODF & W did not
have issue with usage in the Badlands. If wildlife concerns are minimal, it is
not good management to close it to OHV use due to social issues unrelated to

-
the use, i.e., fence cutting, garbage dumping, partying and illegal hunting.
The issue is inadequate on-the-ground management by your agency. Own it, and
fix it. '

In regard to prineville Reservoir:

'Managing current OHV use by closure without any recreational opportunities is
unwarranted.

There are many opportunities for improvement in this for us all. I look
forward to discussing the upcoming OHV actions in the final management plan
with you. ' -



Sincerely,

Submit:

Wes M 10 sberry

Submit

---------------------------------------------------------------------------

-/

.0!!J
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thaats@bendcable .com

0
01/07/2004 03:08 PM

To: shaylor@realestatechampions .com, upper_deschutes_rmp@or.blm.gov
cc:

Subject: COMAC and BLM

Below is the result of your feedback form. It was submitted by
(thaats@bendcable.com) on Wednesday, January 7, 2004 at 18:08:18

---------------------------------------------------------------------------

name: Tom Haats

address; PO Box 6777, Bend OR

comment: As a concerned citizen and recreationist I would like to be on record
as supportive of motorized recreation on BLM lands in Central Oregon.
The preferred alternative BLM, is proposing does not adequately reflect how an
interim policy will be implemented. This interim policy greatly affects our
sport and the users as there are no assurances BLM will ever have the
resources to put together a designated trail system in the a~eas proposed. The
aggressive vegetation management in Alt. 7 of the Juniper woodlands will
negatively impact a proposed trail system.
We do not support the closure of the Badlands and feel that providing no
motorized opportunities at prineville Reservoir and the Lapine area is a
mistake. There is use occurring in those areas currently, where will that use
go? Especially for the Lapine and prineville residents.
Our use is increasing approximately 20% annually with sales of OHV equipment
listed at $18 billion annually ~ the increasing use is not reflected in the
severe limitations to OHV use on BLM land.
Please adopt a more flexible road trail density to allow 'for the best use of
the land and for a designated trail system that will succeed. By
micrqmaQaging your areas and attem~ing-t9 designate different trails ..for
several different uses in the same areas we feel the management will fail and
ultimately our use will suffer further restrictions.

textarea: The mandate of government 'should be response to the people it
serves. While we need to-balance use with conservation, too often a vocal-
minority who may not be representative of the desires of the majority of their
fellow citizens ends up closing off lands which should be maintained fox the
public use by all types of users (agriculture, motorized recreation,
equestrians, hikers, snowshoers, mountain bikers, etc.).

Submit: Submit

~----------------------------------------------------------


